A critical discourse analysis of the representation of terrorism, difference and Otherness in Danish newspapers by Mäkila, Riia, Regina, Anne-Sophie, Irma, Inese Lau, Frausing, Skrijelj, Buike
Inese Buike, Irma Skrijelj, Regina Lau, 	   Cultural	  Encounters	  2015	  
Riia Mäkilä & Anne-Sophie Wührnfeldt Frausing, 	   BA	  project	  
	   1	  
Blood and Ink 
A critical discourse analysis of the representation of terrorism, 
difference and Otherness in Danish newspapers.
 
• Written by: Inese Buike, 50176; Irma Skrijelj, 49229; Regina Lau, 49256; Riia Marette 
Mäkilä, 46639; Anne-Sophie Wührnfeldt Frausing, 49236.  
Supervisor: Zoran Pecic 
• Semester: 6th semester BA project  
• Characters: 125.749 
• Subject: Cultural Encounters 
• The project is written in English 
Inese Buike, Irma Skrijelj, Regina Lau, 	   Cultural	  Encounters	  2015	  
Riia Mäkilä & Anne-Sophie Wührnfeldt Frausing, 	   BA	  project	  
	   2	  
Abstract 
This project is a process of analysing a selection of Danish media’s coverage of the shootings in 
Copenhagen on the 14th and 15th of February, with the aim of discovering which discursive 
practices are being used, and how these reciprocally affect and are affected by the social practises. 
The project rests on a foundation of wanting to look for signs of the discursive practice of creating 
the sense ‘Other’, and the binary oppositions of Us and Them, inspired by Stuart Hall. The analyses 
of the selected media, which are based on Norman Fairclough’s three-dimensional critical discourse 
analysis, are, as the name suggests, build from three dimensions, where the first two are descriptive 
and interpretative of the linguistic and social factors that are represented in the texts, followed by 
the third dimension, which functions as an explanation of the the key findings. This last dimension 
is to be seen as a part of the discussion - drawn into this dimension are several social and cultural 
practises, which may be interconnected with the findings of the analysis, both as a consequence and 
a catalyst of those discursive practises - the Us and Them discourse. Through these three 
dimensions, it is the purpose, then, to create an understanding of the reciprocal relationships 
between social and discursive practises; how they affect and are affected by each other, and in that 
way influence the dominant understanding of terrorism, and as a reaction thereof, the immigration 
debate.  
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Summary 
Dette projekt er en proces hvori udvalgte danske mediers dækning af skyderiet i København den 14. 
og 15. februar 2015 bliver analyseret, med det formål at finde frem til hvilke diskursive praksisser 
der bliver brugt, og hvordan disse gensidigt påvirker, og bliver påvirkede af de sociale praksisser. 
Dette projekt hviler på et fundament af at ville undersøge tegn på forekomsten af den diskursive 
praksis der skaber fornemmelsen af ‘Andet’, og de binære oppositioner af Os og Dem, inspireret af 
Stuart Hall. Analysen af den udvalgte mediedækning, som er baseret på Norman Fairclough’s tre-
dimensionelle kritiske diskursanalyse, er, som navnet angiver, bygget ud fra tre dimensioner, hvor 
de to første er deskriptive og fortolkende af de lingvistiske og sociale faktorer som er 
repræsenterede i teksten, efterfulgt af den tredje dimension, hvilken fungerer som en forklaring af 
de mest fremtrædende fund fra teksterne. Denne sidste dimension er en del af diskussionen - 
inkluderet i denne dimension er adskillige sociale og kulturelle praksisser, som kan være 
sammenkoblede med fundene fra analysen, både som en konsekvens og en katalysator af disse 
førnævnte diskursive praksisser - Os og Dem diskursen. Igennem disse dimensioner er det dermed 
formålet at skabe en forståelse for det gensidige forhold der er i mellem diskursive og sociale 
praksisser; hvordan de påvirker og bliver påvirkede af hinanden, og på den måde har en indflydelse 
på den dominerende forståelse for terrorisme, og som led deraf, indvandrerdebatten. 
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Introduction 
In early 2015, a violent and lethal attack of two locations in Copenhagen on the 14th and 15th of 
February gained massive coverage in the Danish news media, which quickly distributed the 
information that there had been a terror attack in Copenhagen. An attack that was almost 
immediately linked to the attack in Paris, just a month prior, which had cultivated massive media 
coverage and vast discussions on terrorism in Europe. This discussion was further intensified in the 
Danish media after the attack in Copenhagen, and is to this day still having its place in the mass 
media scene.  
 
We are taking an interpretative approach in the media coverage of the recent violent attacks in 
Copenhagen on the 14th-15th of February 2015, which was initially aimed at the public culture 
centre Krudttønden in Østerbro, and later the same night at the Copenhagen Synagogue at 
Krystalgade in Central Copenhagen, where two people were killed and six police officers were 
injured by a 22-year-old perpetrator. The suspected gunman initially killed a 47-year-old film 
instructor at a debate meeting on ‘art, blasphemy and freedom of speech‘ hosted by Krudttønden, 
and subsequently a 37-year-old Jewish safety guard in front of the Copenhagen Synagogue that was 
hosting a Bat Mitzvah. Ultimately, after an extensive police action in Copenhagen throughout the 
night, the police traced the perpetrator to an address in Nørrebro, Copenhagen, where the 22-year-
old man opened fire towards the police, and as a result was shot and killed in the early hours of the 
morning.  
Our primary motivation has been to explore the notion of terrorism as it was used in the Danish 
newspaper media and, more concretely, investigate how certain leading newspapers reported on and 
constructed the nature of the shootings in Copenhagen. The mass media cannot be considered as 
being purely neutral/objective when bringing the news to their audience, they actively take part in 
the conceptualization of the events (Eid, 2014: 2), which is why we have found it interesting to 
analyse the role of the media in this particular incident.  
 
The motivation for this project was to investigate the ways that newspapers framed the events of the 
attack, and whether the news coverage perpetuated or challenged some of the existing tensions 
between the representations that are built around stereotypical concepts such as Us and Them.   
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Problem area 
The attacks on February 14th in Copenhagen triggered a massive coverage in the Western news 
media, reporting on the shock of the people, condemnation of the events by both Danish and 
international governments, speculations towards possible motives and connections to larger 
terroristic organisations and expressions of solidarity and sympathy from public figures. Months 
after the attack, the incident continues to influence the public and political discourse, both 
concerning public opinion and governmental policies. For this project, we found an important issue 
arising from the representation of this attack, namely the role and the influence of the news media 
in the construction of meaning and understanding of such an event. Journalism is often associated 
with controversy, especially where the news coverage becomes a “part of the contest to define the 
social meaning of events” (Norris et. al., 2003: 3), which highlights the controversy that lies in the 
ways in which the news media participate in constructing and defining reality for viewers and 
readers. Out of a variety of ways of reporting on the events, the journalists often rely upon “familiar 
news frames” (Ibid: 4) that can also be described as “conventional frames” (Ibid: 4), which become 
widespread in the media, providing a clear-cut meaning and simplified solutions/order to complex 
problems and occurrences. These conventional news frames insert “the new into familiar categories 
or storylines” (Ibid: 5). One of the aims of this project is to explore whether the selected articles 
from the leading newspapers in Denmark follow this conventional news frame and perpetuate 
certain simple and predictable interpretations, which are also “powerful narratives that are 
embedded in the social construction of our reality” (Ibid: 5), or whether they provide a more 
complex approach to the otherwise clearly structured and categorized problems and assumptions.  
 
The purpose of this project is not to determine whether the perpetrator was indeed a terrorist or not, 
and whether or not this categorisation is justified, but rather to explore the occurrences of certain 
socio-political discourses. In the instance of the news coverage regarding the shootings in 
Copenhagen, the conventional news frame (which in the articles is simplified as the ‘terrorist’ (the 
‘Them’) and ‘anti-terrorist’ (the ‘Us’) frame’), allows the reader to quickly “sort out, interpret, 
categorize and evaluate” (Norris et. al., 2003: 11) the actions that are defined as terrorism 
occurrences. This frame does not provide a thorough explanation of all aspects regarding the act 
that has been defined as a terror act, but rather leaves some significant aspects unquestioned, while 
repeating those factors that best fit the socially embedded interpretation of events. Therefore, the 
question remains, why one frame (the reiterating and reproductive) rather than the other (the 
challenging) is selected and reified as the conventional interpretation of a particular event? The 
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questioning of these news frames leads to the discussion of how the newspaper discourse in 
Denmark can help us understand the Us and Them narratives that are embedded in the popular 
‘consciousness’. We consider that the representations of the binary oppositions of Us and Them 
deserve a careful analysis in order to expose their construction and overcome their polarization that 
represent the tensions between the ‘included’ and ‘excluded’ identity formation.  
 
Most importantly, the purpose of this project is to research the discourses identified in the chosen 
newspaper articles and how these build and rebuild the gulf between what might be regarded as 
Western Us and Eastern Them. Thus, how this difference between Us and Them is illustrated in the 
chosen articles. Also, it is important to note that this project is focused on three articles published 
on the following days of the attack in Copenhagen, between the 15th and 17th February, therefore 
we can only analyse the ‘first’ reaction constructions.  
 
In order to do this, we have chosen to use Norman Fairclough’s three-dimensional discourse 
analysis to discover and identify the underlying ideologies in the news articles, after which we 
apply Stuart Hall’s understanding of Us and Them narrative to grapple with the ideological 
character of their usage. In other words, we investigate how the Us and Them narratives permeate a 
large part of the newspaper discourse and look at their societal context. Thus, this project deals not 
as much with analysing the newspaper discourse per se but rather it discusses the issue of 
identity/belonging and its relationship with the idea of ’cultural difference’, which the newspapers 
often frame as the source of conflict. 
 
Problem formulation 
Through the above mentioned understandings, and having an interest in the ways in which news 
media contribute to the dominant discourses in the Danish society, and how these discourses impact 
the general public construction of the ‘reality’ of an event like the presented case study, this project 
has the following problem formulation: 
 
How does the selected Danish media participate in creating, maintaining or challenging the socio-
political discourse surrounding the attack in Copenhagen on the 14th-15th of February? And what 
implications might this have on the public understanding of the event? 
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In order to answer this research question we have chosen to apply Stuart Hall’s notion of Other and 
Edward Said’s notion of Orientalism in relation to the social issues that this project is working with, 
with the purpose of applying them to the chosen case studies. The  socio-political discourses 
pointed out in our chosen empirical material - in the three news articles - will then be discussed 
with basis in our analysis.  
Foundational background understandings 
In order to account for the foundational considerations that this project is relying upon, we have 
chosen to include a number of explanatory understandings concerning our main topics in this 
project. Amongst these are a more specific understanding of the ‘Other’ that this project is dealing 
with, as well as a presentation of the backgrounds and the present socio-political stances of the 
chosen news media. Finally, a definition of the notion of terrorism as it is commonly understood 
today, and a definition of media representation are presented. 
 
Muslims in Denmark - conceptualisation of ‘Other’ 
This chapter is relevant in relation to understand the history and background of Muslims in 
Denmark, and how the Muslims with different ethnic backgrounds are positioned in the Danish 
society today. In this way it might be possible to get a better understanding of the concept of the 
‘Other’ in the Danish society, which is opposing to the notion of Us. 
 
Muslims are a minority in Denmark and are estimated to be around 200.000 individuals out of the 
population of 5.3 million people in Denmark (Hervik, 2012: 15). The immigration of non-Western 
migrants to Denmark started in the late 1960s and early 1970s. Geographically, Muslims are 
primarily located in the largest cities of Denmark, with 70 percent living in Copenhagen. The first 
immigrants came mainly from Turkey, Pakistan, Algeria, Morocco, and the former Yugoslavia. 
Initially, the Muslim immigration was based on guest workers to work within low-level manual 
occupational functions. (Kinnvall et. al., 2011: 35). Due to the oil crisis, the granting of new work 
permits stopped in 1973, however, the family unification law permitted that the closest relatives of 
the migrant workers enter the country (Hervik, 2006: 249). The situation changed in the 1990s, 
when the economic restructuring took place and an increasing amount of unskilled jobs got reduced, 
consequently, a considerable amount of guest workers lost their working places. Additionally, the 
borders between the countries inside European Union gradually disappeared and a large number of 
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refugees from Bosnia, Kosovo and Somalia arrived to Denmark. These processes led the politicians 
and media in Denmark turn more unfriendly towards the ethnic minorities, particularly regarding 
Muslims and Somalis (Hervik, 2006: 249). Presently, the Muslim population in Denmark is rather 
varied, and additionally to the immigrants from Bosnia, Kosovo and Somalia that came to Denmark 
in the 1990s, it is today represented additionally by several other nationalities such as Iran, Iraq and 
Palestine. Hence, the minority groups of Muslims in Denmark can be said to consist of various 
different backgrounds; nevertheless, in the public imagination they are often perceived as one 
homogenous category, a consequence of which is that they are often represented as such in the 
media (Kinnvall et. al., 2011: 35). The state plays a key role in maintaining the cultural practices in 
Denmark: “the Danish nation is defined as an ethnic community whose cultural survival is 
guaranteed by the state” (Ibid: 36). Thereby, there exists a dominant political and public culture 
which immigrants are expected to assimilate to, as in this way the prevailing culture is maintained. 
Danish culture is highly influenced by Christian traditions such as Christmas, Easter, etc., the 
religion is not visible in people’s everyday life, but rather symbolic (Ibid). 
 
Introduction of socio-political standpoints of the newspapers 
The newspaper articles and their respective newspapers have been chosen from a standpoint of 
wanting to work with a section of the Danish media that, according to themselves, are situated as 
politically and ideologically independent as possible, and which do not have a recent history of 
making obvious contributions to the discourse of Us and Them. For this reason we have chosen to 
exclude medias such as Ekstra Bladet, B.T. and Jyllands Posten, as their opinions are usually 
relatively easily placed within an area which could be referred to as right-wing, in regards to their 
stance on the immigration debate. In order to provide a background to this claim, we are here 
referring to a survey that was done in 2011 by TNS Gallup, in which 7.000 voters were asked which 
newspaper or magazine they mostly read (see image below). From this statistic, it is evident that 
even though the former political press that functioned as megaphones for the political parties do not 
exist anymore, there is a clear tendency in the political belief system of the readers of the respective 
medias.   
 
Percentage of voters reading the following newspapers at least once a week: (Winther, 2011) 
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Looking at this figure, it is interesting to note that Politiken and Dagbladet Information have a very 
clear left-wing readership, with their largest groups of readers voting Socialdemokraterne and 
Enhedslisten respectively, whereas Berlingske’s readers are generally rather more towards the right-
wing, with its main group of readers voting Venstre. This raises the question of who influences who 
when it comes to political standpoints - does the respective newspaper attract a certain group of 
politically oriented readers or are the readers of the newspaper affecting the newspaper in the 
direction of a certain political discourse? As we will explain further on in this project, Norman 
Fairclough’s understanding of ideology can provide an explanation to this, in the way in which 
institutions influence subjects and subjects influence institutions in a dialectic relationship. In this 
case between the newspaper and the readership it thus depends on the capabilities of the audience to 
decode the message (Fairclough, 1989: 53). According to Fairclough, there is no neutrality in 
media, as he draws on Gramsci’s notion of hegemonic ideologies representing the opinion of the 
elite, thereby exemplifying the invisible power of the media: “The idea of ‘power behind discourse’ 
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is that the whole social order of discourse is put together and held together as a hidden effect of 
power.” (Fairclough, 1989: 55)  
 
Politiken 
‘Politiken’ has been cut from all political and economical ties since 1970, where they developed a 
‘manifesto’ declaring their independence of such (Jppol.dk). Politiken was founded in 1884 as an 
organ of the political party Venstre’s so-called European wing, and was drawn towards the national 
liberal and right wing until 1970, where it was reformed to a more light tempered style with 
contemporary opinion-journalism and campaigns (Denstoredanske.dk). Politiken is the second 
largest newspaper in Denmark, with a daily circulation of 134,000 copies (Hervik, 2012: 20).  
 
Berlingske 
‘Berlingske’ has since 1904 been independent from political parties, however maintaining a 
conservative standpoint. Berlingske has a history of belonging to political parties such as 
Conservative, National Liberal and Right Wing, before detaching themselves from political 
collaboration in 1904 due to the cancellation of the ‘privilege of announcement’ 
(kundgørelsesprivilegiet) (Denstoredanske.dk). Berlingske is the third largest newspaper in 
Denmark, with a circulation of 124,550 (Hervik, 2012: 20).  
 
Dagbladet Information 
‘Dagbladet Information’ is free from political and economic interest, according to their front page 
header. Dagbladet Information was founded in 1943 as part of the illegal press during the German 
occupation, providing illegal news from Denmark to the international press. In 1945 the magazine 
was made legal, providing information of the resistance movement to the post-war Danish society, 
and has since then been a sociocritical news media. Since 1986 the newspaper has sought to liberate 
itself from mainly working with left-wing debate, in order to cover a broader spectrum of the 
sociocritical debate (Denstoredanske.dk).  
 
Defining terrorism 
It is no easy task to achieve a general understanding of the concept of terrorism, since it has a 
variety of different connotations, depending on the context in which it takes place. There does not 
exist a universal understanding, and there is said to be more than two hundred different definitions 
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of terrorism worldwide (Eid, 2014: 17). Thus, despite the countless amounts of studies focusing on 
terrorism, it is hard to create one precise definition to attach to the notion. Even the UN was not 
able to reach a general agreement after thirteen conventions held with member nations since 1937. 
UN notes that “the lack of agreement on a definition of terrorism has been a major obstacle to 
meaningful international countermeasures.” (Duyan, 2012: 6). Today, the UN Security Council has 
a general definition, which might, however, be argued to be rather broad in its delimitation:  
 
“Criminal acts, including those against civilians, committed with the intent to cause death or serious 
bodily injury or taking of hostage, with the purpose to provoke a state of terror in the general 
public...intimidate a population or compel a government or an international organization to do or abstain 
from doing any act, which constitute offences within the scope of and as defined in the international protocols 
relating to terrorism, are under no circumstances justifiable by considerations of a political, philosophical, 
racial, ethnic, religious or other similar nature” (Weinberg & Eubank, 2008: 186 in Jackson & Søren 2013: 
279) 
 
According to Mahmoud Eid, author of ‘Exchanging Terrorism Oxygen for Media Airwaves. The 
Age of Terroredia’, terrorism is “a pejorative socially constructed label”, which becomes difficult to 
treat neutrally and objectively, when given to a specific action (Eid, 2014). Indeed, it is difficult to 
find terrorism definitions that are both universal and specific, as it seems it can only be one or the 
other: “The label “terrorism” is used to describe the use of violence opposed by the person or 
government using the label; hence, it can be seen more as a discursive practice than as valid 
categorization of violence” (Beiber, 2003 in Eid, 2014: 17). From this is seems that terrorism is 
more of a socially constructed notion which is primarily defined by the people or government who 
it is aimed against, as opposed to being defined through a universal definition. Furthermore, it also 
seems to be defined by the specific geographical context that it takes place in - which is curious, 
given that terrorism is usually thought to be performed by external, or foreign, individuals - the 
‘Other’: terrorism is a word “with intrinsically negative connotations that are generally applied to 
one’s enemies and opponents, or to those with whom one disagrees and would otherwise prefer to 
ignore.” (Hoffmann, 2006: 23 in Eid, 2014: 17) The acts and individuals that are classified as being 
terroristic thus depend highly on who is doing the classification. As we will see later in this project, 
the difference of whether an act as classified as a ‘fight for freedom’ or as ‘terrorism’, depends on 
who the creator of the definition sympathizes with: “If one identifies with the victim or the target of 
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an act of violence, then the act is considered terrorism; whereas if one identifies with the actor, the 
act is not terrorism.” (Eid, 2014: 17). 
 
However, what is generally agreed upon in the definitions of terrorism is that it has political aims, is 
directed at civilians and that it has violent means. According to Donald Holbrook, there are four 
general points of departure that, so far as they are being met, implies that an act is terroristic: 
 
• Terrorism is violence 
• Terrorism is political 
• Terrorism is aimed at civilians (non-combatants) 
• Terrorism has a communicative purpose (Holbrook, 2013: 209). 
Through these points it is, according to Holbrook, relatively easy to define an act as terroristic or 
not, though this definition will be rather superficial, and not further analyzable in a larger context. 
Media representations 
This chapter aims to explain some key concepts in this project such as what media representations 
are and to stress what the significance of them is. It is important to mention that this chapter has 
been inspired mainly by our chosen theoreticians: Stuart Hall and Edward Said. 
Generally, media representations can be understood as “images, descriptions and frames for 
understanding what the world is and why and how it works” (Hall, 1997 in Orgad, 2012). A key 
factor in media representations is their role to represent something, usually in a subjective manner: 
their “main function is to produce meaning” (Orgad, 2012: 17). In this project we are concerned 
with analysing selected newspaper articles, therefore, our focus is on the text and the images that a 
few of the articles contain are only shortly mentioned. The main focus of this project is on textual 
features. A key factor in Hall’s theory concerning media representations is not just understanding 
the way meaning is created but rather to inspect who created the meaning: “power relations are 
encoded in media representations, and media representations in turn produce and reproduce power 
relations by constructing knowledge, values, conceptions and beliefs” (Orgad, 2012: 25). This 
project will examine the prevailing power relationship between Us and Them through three 
newspaper articles, and the way they represent or challenge this discourse. In order to achieve this 
aim, we focus on examining differences and the ‘Other’ by looking at binary oppositions and 
stereotypes in the articles.  
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Media representations can be theorized about in two different ways. First, the reflectionist approach 
that claims to mirror the society as it is, without challenging it. This approach is struggling with 
difficulties concerning objectivity. Secondly, the constructionist approach opposing the reflectionist 
view by stressing that it is impossible to reflect society as it is, as representation is inevitably a 
construction, and thereby always excluding someone.  Constructivist representation can be linked to 
theoretical traditions such as semiotics and structuralism and post-structuralism, however these 
traditions will not be elaborated in this project. (Orgad, 2012). 
 
Furthermore, there are differences in the way media utilizes expressive modalities, namely, the 
degree of the writer’s personal connection to the way the text is expressed. For example, the mass 
media is often presenting their interpretations as if they were facts or truths partially by using 
categorical modalities and partially by choosing objective instead of subjective modalities. The 
authority of the media is both reflected and enhanced by categorical modalities (Jørgensen & 
Philips, 1999). Modality means ‘manner’, and refers to the degree of personal connection that the 
writer is expressing in the sentence. Various perspectives to a sentence can be taken, for instance, 
‘It is this way’, ‘I think it is this way’ or ‘It might be this way’, determining the way in which the 
reader will understand the message - as a truth, an opinion or a possibility (Ibid: 1999).  
 
Furthermore, it is important to note the characteristics of newspaper representation. We will briefly 
sketch some broad characterizations of the newspaper discourse that “have a potential to harbour 
ideological meaning” (Teo, 2000: 13). An important element in newspaper reporting is newspaper 
headline, which expresses in a highly concise way the essence of the news event, to “orient the 
reader to process the text in a pre-determined direction” (Ibid). In other words, the headline works 
on the reader in such a way that it strategically controls the way she perceives the text. Another 
element typical in the newspaper discourse is generalization, which can be described as extending 
“characteristics and activities of a specific or specifiable group of people to a much more general 
and open-ended set” (Ibid: 14). On one hand, generalizations help to assign certain qualities to the 
participants of the discourse without elaborating on the details, however, on the other hand, they 
contribute to and hint at underlying ideologies that might have inspired the selection of facts and 
information. Another element is quotation patterns, which describes the reliance on the sources of 
information on which the news is constructed (Ibid: 18). The quotes are used in order to attribute to 
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the news report the nature of ‘facticity and authenticity’ (ibid.), therefore, it is important to single 
out, who is quoted (for instance, political authorities or the police) and who is being silenced and 
not attributed ‘a voice’ in the article representation. The last widespread element is over-
lexicalization, where repetitive and synonymous terms are used to describe the participants of the 
discourse, which can be interpreted as a strategy to interweave certain ideology in the news 
discourse (Ibid: 21). In the analysis of the selected articles we will explore these elements and what 
ideological discourses they are assigned to in the news reporting.  
 
Methodological framework 
In order to do an in-depth analysis of our point of research, the project relies on Norman 
Fairclough’s three-dimensional discourse analysis in order to analyse the discursive tools that are 
being used in the chosen articles, herein a description, interpretation and explanation of the texts on 
both micro and macro level.  
 
Research method 
This project employs a qualitative research method applying critical discourse analysis, taking a 
departure point in researching three newspaper articles (Elliott & Timulak, 2005). The articles 
represent varied viewpoints on the terror attack, so they will be used in a comparative and 
complementary manner.  
 
The choice of a multiple-case study approach relies on the possibility of a context specific 
knowledge, thus it does not enable us to make generalizations on the chosen topic, as the selected 
cases are representative of a specific context, time and space (Thomas, 2013: 150). Thereby, the 
choice of this strategy provides a level of descriptive detail, however it is impossible to extrapolate 
the result of this research. It is essential to mention that when analysing media representations no 
single or ‘correct’ answer to a certain text can be provided: “There is no law which can guarantee 
that things will have ‘one, true meaning’, or that meaning will not change over time, work in this 
area is bound to be interpretative” (Hall, 1997: 9). Due to this, the project is value-bound, as the 
researchers are part of the examined reality, which cannot be separated from the objective of this 
project, thereby the research is taking a subjective position (Saunders, et. al. 2012). The 
epistemology of this project is based on subjective meanings through focus on details, and the 
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project investigates how unequal power relationship can create, reproduce or challenge 
discourses  (ibid). The focus of this project is to look at how media representations outline the Us 
and Them discourse. 
 
Our analysis will be centered around Fairclough’s three-dimensional critical discourse analysis in 
order to research articles on how the media covered the attack in Copenhagen. By employing 
critical discourse analysis and interpretative method, the focus of this project is on “how meanings 
are produced and legitimized, and on how power relations, hierarchies and authorities are produced, 
reproduced and transformed symbolically” (Orgad, 2012: 36). In order to get a more comprehensive 
understanding of the media representations we chose to apply Stuart Hall’s theory on the discourse 
of Other. Hall enables us to explore the various ways of media representations of culture that 
contribute to the reproduction of social inequalities “and keep the average person more or less 
powerless to do anything but operate within a corporatized, commodified world” (Griffin, 2012: 
347).  
 
Identifying the selected articles 
• Article from Politiken titled ‘We must discover the hateful young men earlier’ (‘Vi må 
opdage de hadefulde unge mænd tidligere’), published on the 15th of February 2015.  
• Article from Berlingske titled ‘Berlingske’s opinion: After terror’ (‘Berlingske mener: Efter 
terroren’), published on the 15th of February 2015. 
• Article from Dagbladet Information titled ‘Does the motive or the effect make a man a 
terrorist?’ (‘Gør motivet eller virkningen en mand til terrorist?’), published on the 17th 
February 2015. 
 
Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)  
Fairclough’s method provides a framework for analysing public discourse regarding terrorism and 
how the shootings have been presented in the Danish media with reference to our chosen articles. 
Critical discourse analysis enables us to explore and achieve an understanding of the concept of 
terrorism in the Danish society beyond the chosen newspaper articles, as textual analysis seeks “to 
contribute to our understanding of power relations and ideological processes in discourse” 
(Fairclough, 1989: 109). According to Fairclough, there is a dialectic nature of structures and 
practices, meaning that there is no one-way relationship between discourse and social structures, but 
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rather: “as well as being determined by social structures, discourse has effects upon social structures 
and contributes to the achievement of social continuity or social change” (Ibid: 37). By this is meant 
that social practice should be seen as an active agent in its context, being able to change other 
factors, and being subjected to change. By exploring and analysing the chosen newspaper articles 
we want to see how a message is being sent to the wider audience, and how the social structures are 
influenced by it. Also, in order to explore discourse it is essential to notice the way things are 
constructed and interpreted, and the role of external factors such as society within this construction: 
“Discourse is viewed as a phenomenon which has its own properties, properties which have an 
impact on people and their social interaction” (McKinlay & McVittie, 2008: 8).  
 
Fairclough’s theory illustrates two different social conditions in discourse: social conditions of 
production and social conditions of interpretation. These can “relate to three ‘levels’ of social 
organization: the level of the social situation: the immediate social environment in which the 
discourse occurs; the level of the social institution which constitutes a wider matrix for the 
discourse; and the level of the society as a whole” (Fairclough, 1989: 25). Critical discourse 
analysis enables us to move beyond the level of the discourse in a specific text, and inspect the 
social conditions in a larger context. Therefore, “the formal properties of a text can be regarded 
from the perspective of discourse analysis on the one hand as traces of the productive process, and 
on the other hand as cues in the process of interpretation” (Ibid: 24). Cues are elements of the 
interpreter’s member resources (MR), which implies “the social orders that she brings to 
interpretation, that is, the particular representations of how ‘social space’ is organized that the 
interpreter has in her MR” (Ibid: 150). MR are the socially determined understandings of 
utterances, some of them being linguistic. These understandings are stored in an individual’s 
memory, and the individual will actively use this understanding in the process of comprehending an 
utterance (Ibid: 11). 
 
In the following figure is pictured Fairclough’s three levels of discourse analysis, and how they are 
reciprocally affecting one another: 
 
Fairclough’s diagram of “social theory of discourse” (Fairclough, 1989: 25) 
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Language is a vital departure point in Fairclough’s critical discourse analysis, as the use of language 
contributes to, and simultaneously builds, identities, social relations and knowledge- and belief 
systems: “in seeing language as discourse and as social practice, one is committing oneself not just 
to analysing texts, nor just to analysing the relationship between texts, processes, and their social 
conditions, both the immediate conditions of institutional and social structures” (Fairclough, 1989: 
26).   
 
In order to correspond to these dimensions Fairclough distinguishes three dimensions of critical 
discourse analysis: description, interpretation, and explanation.  
i: Firstly, description of the text is the introduction of the main arguments and the 
vocabulary, grammar and structures used in text, as it is important to identify formal features that 
are relevant for our analysis. Formal features have three types of values: experiential (knowledge 
and belief of the writer of the text), relational (social relations and social relationships in the text), 
and expressive (social identities). On this initial level, the questions to ask are: what the text is 
saying, how it is saying it, and to what it is referring.  
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ii: Secondly, interpretation of the relationship between the text and interaction: 
“interpretations are generated through a combination of what is in the text and what is ‘in’ the 
interpreter” (Fairclough, 1989: 141). Thus, on the second level, the text will be interpreted, and the 
questions to ask here are why it has been produced, in which context it has been produced, and who 
it has been produced for/who the audience is. 
iii: Thirdly, explanation of the relationship between interaction and social context is 
focusing on understanding the assumptions and power relations in the text, and how they are 
supported or challenged: “to portray a discourse as part of social process, as a social practice, 
showing how it is determined by social structures, and what reproductive effects discourses can 
cumulatively have on those structures, sustaining them or changing them” (Fairclough, 1989: 163). 
There are three elements that are relevant in the stage of explanation: social determinants, 
ideologies and effects. It is important to note the analyst's position in the stage of interpretation and 
explanation, as these involve “interpretations of complex and invisible relationships” (Ibid: 27), and 
that the results of interpretation will be those of the analyst/interpreter. In this third level, which is 
to be understood as an extension to the second level of interpretation, we look at how the text is 
received/perceived and what the significance of it is.  
Theoretical framework 
This project has adopted Stuart Hall’s angle to the notion of ‘Other’, as a foundation of exploring 
whether the occurrence of this notion is to be found in the chosen articles, and which impact this 
occurrence can have on a society, in relation to Hall’s representations of difference and ‘otherness’, 
including the discursive practice of encoding and decoding. Furthermore, the project is aware of, 
and utilising Edward Said’s notion of Orientalism, and bearing in mind the influence it might have 
on the discourses that we discover and interpret. 
 
Stuart Hall’s theory of ‘Other’ 
Stuart Hall’s understanding of representation, difference and ‘Otherness’ is an important element in 
analysing the discursive tools and measures in our chosen articles. Hall engages with the way in 
which culture is produced and reproduced through language, which “operates as a representational 
system”, in which we use signs and symbols to illustrate our thoughts and feelings, through written 
and spoken words, images, sounds, music, etc. (Hall, 1997: 1). Language distributes meanings and 
understandings of culture, and is thereby representative of the culture that the language takes place 
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within – in other words, culture is a mutual understanding and meaningfulness, distributed through 
language. Through these mutual understandings, the individuals will, according to Hall, have a 
shared cultural coding or shared ‘language’ that allows them to understand the world in similar 
ways (Hall, 1997: 4). Language is thus a practise of creating meaning of the world, as well as 
distributing and receiving this meaning:  
 
”Language, then, is the property of neither the sender nor the receiver of meanings. It is the shared 
cultural ’space’ in which the production of meaning through language that is, representation – takes place. 
The receiver of messages and meaning is not a passive screen on which the original meaning is accurately and 
transparently projected. The ’taking of meaning’ is as much a signifying practice as the ’putting into 
meaning’” (Hall, 1997: 10). 
 
Encoding and Decoding 
In the processes of all communication there will always be a sender and a receiver of the message 
that is being communicated. In this process, Hall says, there is a very important moment of 
encoding and decoding the message, which is paramount to creating meaning of the message. The 
encoding is made by the sender, and consists of the meaning that the sender wishes to induce in the 
message – his/her understanding of the message and the culture that it exists within – this Hall 
refers to as meaning structures 1. The decoding part is being done by the receiver of the message, 
and is the process, which creates the understanding or meaningfulness that the receiver achieves 
from the message – this Hall refers to as meaning structures 2 (Hall, 2005: 120-121). Thus, in 
between the encoding and the decoding – meaning structure 1 and meaning structure 2 - is a space; 
a momentary gap where meaning is being negotiated between the sender and the receiver. And in 
this gap exists, according to Hall, the cultural context from which the message gets its meaning 
(Ibid: 125). 
 
Thereby, a story cannot achieve meaning before being decoded by the receiver of said story, in the 
context of the cultural practice that the receiver exists in, and within the frame that message 1 has 
provided. Therefore, a message will be most accurately decoded in relation to the initial encoding, 
if the sender and the receiver coexist within a similar cultural practice, share a basic understanding 
of the world and through this ‘use the same language’ (Hall, 2005: 120) – the more similar the 
cultural understanding, the more successful is the communication. Though there is not a direct link 
between the encoded message and the message that the receiver decodes, the encoded message will 
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always dictate the general direction of the message: ”Unless they are wildly aberrant, encoding will 
have the effect of constructing some of the limits and parameters within which decodings will 
operate. If there were no limits, audiences could simply read whatever they liked into any message” 
(Hall, 2005: 125). 
 
Model 1: the dialectic relationship between encoding and decoding (Hall 2005: 120) 
 
 
In the context of this project, the mediated story will get its meaning from the negotiation of 
meaning through decoding by the receivers. Hall regards semiotics as a prominent phase in media 
research, as a valuable tool to analyse news media. According to Hall, the truthful approach that 
news media utilise is not synonymous with media being free of these cultural codings, meaning that 
the media is subjected to cultural connotations just as any other body of communication - however, 
the media is using codes that are so incarnated in our consciousness that we are not apparently 
seeing them as codings. These tacit codings Hall refers to as Icons, and stresses that it is especially 
important to be aware of these Icons in decoding a message, because the ideological deeply-rooted 
connotations in Icons are harder to notice than those of regular cultural codings (Hall, 1997: 125).   
 
As previously mentioned, Hall has done important writings on the productions of differences within 
ethnicity, gender, race, sexuality etc., thereby forming the foundation for studying the notion of 
‘Other’, in relation to what an individual is and is not, or which individuals are part of a category 
and who are not. In these representations of ‘Other’, Hall has created an analytic vocabulary which 
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helps to understand and define the symbolic creations of difference and otherness (Orgad, 2012: 
30). Two concepts within this vocabulary are useful in the context of media discourse: Binary 
oppositions and Stereotypes.  
 
Binary oppositions explain how concepts will usually be defined by their opposite - in the 
aforementioned creation and negotiation of meaning, news media relies highly on these opposites in 
order to create categories that may serve to define different aspects of society. Binary oppositions in 
the context of this project might be such concepts as Danish/non-Danish, belonging/not-belonging, 
lawful/lawless, trustworthy/untrustworthy and so on. Thus, binary oppositions can have a highly 
differentiating effect, contributing to the creation of otherness: “For example, some media 
representation of migration construct binary opposition that cast migrants as criminals, cunning, 
immoral ‘invaders’ versus a lawful, hardworking, and/or innocent host society.” (Orgad, 2012: 30). 
 
Stereotypes are related to binary oppositions in the way that they create highly specific 
categorisations, which will inevitably exclude opposite categorisations. Stereotyping is a way of 
grasping some widely recognisable characteristics in an individual, enhancing these traits and 
reducing the individual to only being defined by those exemplified traits, thereby lining up and 
enhancing the boundaries between categories (Orgad, 2012: 30):  
 
“[stereotyping]...sets up a symbolic frontier between the “normal” and the “deviant”, the “normal” 
and the “pathological”, the “acceptable” and the “unacceptable”, what belongs and what does not or is 
“Other”, between “insiders” and “outsiders”, Us and Them.” (Hall, 1997: 258 in Orgad, 2012: 30). 
 
In the quote above, Hall explains a very central element in the aim of the analysis of this project: to 
distinguish the discursive measures used by the media, which, consciously or unconsciously, 
maintain the notion of Us and Them.  
 
Edward Said and his notion of ‘Orientalism’  
A theory that complements the social construction of Us and Them is the construction of Muslim 
identity through Edward Said’s notion of ‘Orientalism’. “‘Orientalism’ is a collective notion 
identifying “us” Europeans against all “those” non-Europeans, and … that the idea of European 
identity as a superior one in comparison with all the non-European peoples and cultures” (Said, 
1979: 7). In the context of our project, the notion of ‘Orientalism’ can explain how the Muslim 
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identity is linked to the concepts of ‘radicalization’ and ‘terrorism’ in the mass media 
representation. Said emphasizes that ‘the language of Orientalism plays the dominant role’ (Ibid: 
321), consequently, the dominant representation of the ‘Other’ (in the newspaper media) can be 
argued to bring the opposites together as ‘natural’. In other words, the dominant discourse in the 
representational politics shapes and constructs the reality as natural, in this way establishing certain 
assumptions about reality as true and unquestionable. The notion of Orientalism functions as a 
background to Hall’s understanding of Us and Them and in the context of the present project, it 
needs to be understood as a foundation to what Stuart Hall has referred to as Us and Them 
narratives. The notion of Orientalism will be included implicitly in the analysis through the notion 
of Other, and will be returned to in the discussion. In today’s globalized world people interact with 
various groups that they define as Others. Consequently, the national boundaries have become 
blurry, for example, “migrants, asylum seekers, terrorists” (Orgad, 2012: 31) contribute to this 
proximity between Us and Them. The media representation brings us closer to the Others by 
reporting on them and simultaneously contributes to the distancing  from ‘them’ through the same 
means of representation: “This tension between the mediated proximity of distant strangers on the 
one hand, and their distance and distancing on the other, is at the crux of the promise and challenge 
proffered by media representations” (Ibid: 31).  
Analysis 
Through this chapter of analyses, we are systematically going through the three articles 
respectively, using Fairclough’s CDA framework as a structural system, which will help us to 
achieve an understanding of the discursive and social practices that are present in the texts, as well 
as being conscious of Hall’s theories of encoding and decoding the construction of meaning in the 
texts, as well as the occurrences of the Us and Them discourse, by being aware of binary 
oppositions and stereotypes.  
 
Strategy of analysis 
The aim is to investigate whether the chosen articles - seen as representational of their respective 
newspaper - repeat or challenge the public discourse that circulate around the terror attack in 
Copenhagen, and how this is related to the social practices and the ‘reality’ that we perceive as 
‘truth’ regarding such incidents as the attacks in Copenhagen. We start with the article published in 
Politiken: “We must discover the hateful young men earlier”, then we continue with the article 
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published in Berlingske “Berlingske’s opinion: after terror” and lastly we analyse the article 
published in Dagbladet Information “Does the motivation or the effects make a man a terrorist?”  
 
Assessing the media’s representation of the attack in Copenhagen, we intend to achieve a larger 
picture of how the media representation influences the way people understand and refer to the 
shootings. The first step that we will take in our analysis of the articles is a description of the 
respective article. We will outline the structure of the text and identify and present its key 
arguments. The second step in our analysis is interpretation, and this step can be said to be ‘tainted’ 
by the features of the interpreter herself, due to the fact that there might be multiple interpretations 
possible, depending on each individual doing the analysis.The third step in our analysis will first 
look at the ideological characteristics of the discourse that the articles represents and, second, will 
inspect the concept of terrorist and whether the article sustains the stereotypes about the identity of 
a terrorist or subverts them.  
 
Analysis of first article published in Politiken  
15th of February 2015: “We must discover the hateful young men earlier”.  (See appendix A) 
Firstly we will outline the main points of the article, which can be divided into the following parts: 
 
1. Pointing out the crisis after the terror attack  
It is emphasised that a radical change has happened in the social reality after the Copenhagen 
shootings: “changed Denmark”, “we are in a new situation” where these new circumstances are 
“incompatible with the society we know”. Thus, it is suggested that the comparatively safe and 
remote-from-danger Denmark as people knew it is irrevocably gone. 
2. Emphasizing the necessity to investigate the event thoroughly  
The newly developed crisis situation needs to be defined in new terms, since it is considerably 
different from any other violent act that has happened in Denmark before. Therefore, the 
circumstances of the event need to be investigated in depth before attempting to define it. 
3. Evaluating actions taken by the Danish police force and the Danish Security and 
Intelligence Service (PET)  
It is first pointed out that, regarding the first shooting episode, the police force seem to have done 
their job “professionally”. In contrast, it is suggested that the police might not have done their job 
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properly by not blocking the area around the synagogue, especially taking into account the recent 
attacks against the Jewish community in France and Belgium. 
4. Doubting the possibility that the authorities might prevent potential perpetrators from 
committing a crime  
It states that the authorities do not have enough resources in order to constantly surveil “all the 
suspects”. 
5.Stressing the necessity to discover the potential perpetrators  
The “hateful young men” need to be discovered at an early stage, before they “stray into the 
darkness of extremism”. 
6.Informing about the existence of “parallel societies” in Denmark  
It is explained that the young men coming from these “parallel societies” shape their identity 
through a “perverted interpretation of Islam” and “fascination of terror”, which can partly be 
explained by the “unsuccessful integration efforts”. 
7.Suggesting that the solution lies with the citizens 
The article implies that there lies an “enormous responsibility” with the citizens to notice potential 
perpetrators and alert the municipalities in case there is the “slightest suspicion” of a possible threat. 
Alternatively, if nothing will be done, the society faces a risk to be “polarised” even further. 
 
Introduction to analysis of article from Politiken  
The overall theme for this article can be summarised as a warning: if “we”, that is, the “good and 
proper” citizens of Denmark, do not help to discover the potential perpetrators early on, the Danish 
society might witness a further split and decay. In the article “We have to discover the hateful 
young men earlier” we found three main arguments that are important to mention, and research 
further. First, it is stated that Denmark has changed because of the terror attack. Second, it is 
highlighted that the Danish authorities such as PET and the police acted in a rather professional way 
(however, it is mentioned that it needs to be investigated whether the police could have avoided the 
second shooting incident). Third, the article emphasizes that there exist two “parallel” societies in 
Denmark that live two separate and very different lives with opposing values.  
 
Vocabulary and grammar 
In the following chapter we will look at the linguistic features of the article, namely, vocabulary and 
grammar. It is vital to consider the vocabulary of the article, since “the set of formal features we 
find in a specific text can be regarded as particular choices from among the options available in the 
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discourse types which the text draws upon” (Fairclough, 1989: 110). In other words, the core of our 
interpretation lies in deciphering the choices regarding vocabulary and grammar that represent 
repeated patterns of selection, emphasis and exclusion.  
 
We can distinguish between two types of representation: police and PET on the one hand and the 
inhabitants of the parallel society on the other. The vocabulary that the article uses is as follows: 
neutral or rather positive regarding the activities of state institutions, for instance, “police and PET 
acted professionally”; and negative and fear-inducing regarding the “parallel society” in Denmark. 
People belonging to these parallel circles are viewed as potential perpetrators. They are described 
as: “militant Islamists”, “perpetrators”, “radicalized individuals”, “the suspects”, “young people that 
are heading into the trouble” and as “hateful young men” that get lost in the “darkness of 
fundamentalism”. Young people with different ethnic backgrounds than Danish are described as 
being prone to have a “perverted interpretation of Islam and fascination of terror”. 
 
Several descriptions used in the article can be connected to a common denominator, for instance, 
the notions mentioned in the text, such as ‘Islam’, ‘radicalism’, ‘ethnic minorities’ and ‘parallel 
society’ can be seen as a linkage to the notion of ‘a suspected perpetrator’ or even ‘terrorist’. Also, 
the use of antonymy can be detected when two parallelly existing but radically different societies in 
Denmark have been identified: one contributing to the formation of ‘hateful young men’, and the 
other being presented as the ‘normal’ or the ‘proper’ one, which is threatened by the potential new 
generation of ‘hateful young men’. The concept of the ‘proper’ society is naturalized and thus taken 
for granted. The reader of Politiken can recognize how this society works and according to what 
values it functions; he/she internalizes these values and identifies with them. According to Stuart 
Hall, the social construction of the "identity is always, in that sense, a structured representation 
which only achieves its positive through the narrow eye of the negative." (Hall, 1997: 21). 
Construction of the negative parallel society actively works to shape the identity of the ‘good’ and 
‘proper’ society. 
 
The idea of two parallel societies contributes to the creation of Us and Them discourse, as it is 
inevitable that an abundance of challenges and problems arise as a consequence of this contrast 
‘good society’ versus ‘bad society’: “To understand and define ourselves, as individuals and groups 
we need an other to relate to, and to distinguish ourselves from” (Orgad, 2012: 53). Also, the 
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metaphor ‘the darkness of religious fanaticism’ is utilized in order to highlight the negative values 
that are linked to radical Islam and its possible consequences. The function of a metaphor usually is 
to express the unfamiliar in terms of the familiar. This particular metaphor: ‘the darkness of 
religious fanaticism’ assumes that the notion of darkness will bring more clarity in attempting to 
grasp the context of the religious (Islamic) extremism.  
 
The classification schemes that these descriptions represent can be characterised as ‘good’ or ‘bad’, 
‘safe’ or ‘threatening’ (a relatively safe and predictable past versus the unknown future), Us and 
Them. One way of reading the article is that it is trying to establish meaning relations between 
certain words that characterise the “corruption” of the perverted reading of  Islam that is felt on the 
younger generation of Muslims in Denmark. For instance, the article stresses the increasing 
radicalization of Islam that produces obedient individuals, who are led into the ‘darkness’ of 
extremism, thus implying that certain interpretations of Islam are morally depraved and that overly 
eager adherence to this religion can entrap compliant individuals and mould them into terrorists, 
indicating that a certain social group (the Muslim community with different ethnic backgrounds) 
does not have a rational thought and agency themselves to distinguish between ‘good and bad’ 
interpretation of religious texts and the ensuing actions thereof.  
 
There is an imperative tone (calling-for-action) in the headline of Politiken’s article, which is 
employed in such a way that it shifts the emphasis between the responsible actors (from the 
government and the police to the citizens - ‘families and friends, schools, sports clubs, internet 
cafés and mosques’). The repeated use of the personal pronoun ‘we’ implies that everyone is 
responsible (“we have to discover”, “a changed Denmark that we woke up to”, “we are faced with a 
new situation”, “society that we know”). Moreover, ‘we’ are encouraged to exert a collective action 
in order to prevent “the hateful young men” from committing another violent crime. Therefore, the 
headline of the article employs a generalisation, it addresses the ‘proper’ and ‘decent’ body of the 
Danish citizens to report on the ‘failed’ ones. In this way, the article is framed in a rather negative 
way, as it highlights that there is something that ‘we’ need to be aware of and fight against. 
Furthermore, it is made clear that the Danish society is threatened and should be protected 
collectively. There are a couple of words which are repeated in the article and most of them are 
negative which further underlines the fact that there is a tendency of negative connotations in the 
article. The repetition of words is: ‘terrorism’, ‘terror attack’, ‘perpetrator’ and ‘threat’. These 
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words are part of the creation of fear, since by using these notions the article induces fear in the 
readership.  
 
The article also contains a photograph depicting the Copenhagen synagogue and the abundance of 
flowers that people brought there to commemorate the second victim of the shootings. There is an 
Israeli flag in the background and four people in the foreground, two of whom are holding hands. 
Photographs can serve as a powerful visual tool to convey a certain message. The particular picture 
exhibits a close connection to the text and functions as a symbol for the demoralizing outlook on the 
future. It illustrates the point that suggests that this is not the society to live in, in other words, the 
commemoration of the victims of a terror act is something that by any means needs to be avoided in 
the future. In this sense the photograph depends on the text, it complements it and increases the 
overall effect of the article.  
 
Context and intertextuality 
An important concept on the level of the discursive practice is intertextuality, namely, how other 
discourses are directly or indirectly incorporated in the particular text. These particular 
elements/discourses can guide the reader to a preferred reading and, therefore, it is important to 
decode them. In the case of Politiken’s article we can distinguish a connection to discourses that 
benefit the police (and the security forces) and the current political ideology: namely, the citizens 
are asked to help and identify the lawbreakers before they actually commit a crime in this way 
serving as ‘the extended hands of the police’. The article also emphasizes what should be ‘socially 
useful’ for the majority of Denmark’s population, which is to define the potential wrongdoers 
before they turn to violence. Using this discourse, the newspaper is very much related to the 
political text and talk, since it is referring to what is best for the majority and the maintenance of the 
social order. The newspaper merges these two discourses that validate the social and institutional 
settings, which perpetuate this social order (at the expense of creating dichotomies Us and Them). 
The article supports the ideological powers and can be said to serve the function as a political (and 
military) megaphone, ensuring that the citizens will ‘do their duty’ to help to avoid similar acts of 
violence in the future. In this sense the linguistic persuasion that the article exhibits can be 
interpreted as concealing certain social forces and ideologies. The article aims to reflect society as it 
is by utilizing a reflectionist approach (Orgad, 2012). Also, the tone of the article is imperative, and 
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telling the reader what to do - unless the reader does an oppositional reading of the article, and 
rejects the dominant code of the article. 
 
One intertextual context in the article is built upon the shootings in Paris a month prior - the article 
refers to an attack that happened close in time and space, and in a similar context, it seems that the 
understanding of the events in Copenhagen rests on a foundation of how the events in Paris was 
perceived: “...the power of media representations lies in the creation of a certain environment of 
images” (Orgad, 2012: 41). Furthermore, the choice to not include comparisons with other terror 
attacks, which might have put the Copenhagen shootings into a bigger perspective, could possibly 
lead to a different interpretation - for instance, the attack would likely have been represented 
differently, had it been compared to larger scale attacks, as seen in Kenya, America, England etc.  
 
The article chooses to omit the psychological issues of the perpetrator (Appendix C). The fact that 
the gunman experienced social exclusion is not mentioned, along with possible consequences of a 
drug psychosis and mental disorder, which are not included in the storyline either. Instead, the 
radicalization and Islamic religion is emphasized as the forces that shaped and socially 
“constructed” the identity of the “terrorist” and determined his inclination to violence. The issue of 
unsuccessful integration is mentioned casually but only as one of the reasons why the gunman 
turned out as a failed member of society, and it is not reflected upon more. The social role and the 
responsibility of Danish institutions in the perpetrator's formative years have not been looked into at 
all. 
 
After having analysed the article and identified the vocabulary choices that highlight the stressed 
difference between Us and Them, we can identify that this distinction refers to a specific 
classification, where the emphasis does not lie on the ideas of inferiority or biological difference of 
other culture, but rather on the cultural difference (Clarke, 2008: 518). For instance, the article 
mentions ‘a perverted reading of Islam’, in this way advocating the idea that there is a correct 
reading of Islam, which certain members of the ethnic minorities in Denmark might not be capable 
of. This focus on the cultural difference characterises the notion of “new racism” (Ibid), also 
described as ‘neo-racism’ (Hervik, 2006: 249), which does not only depend on the difference of the 
skin colour. Rather it is connected to the idea that “cultural identity is so strong that it is impossible 
for two cultures to co-exist” (Ibid). The article published in Politiken might be interpreted as 
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supporting the existence of the “new racism” (Ibid). It suggests that the parallel societies in 
Denmark are irreconcilable, and that radicalized individuals in Denmark that are suspected to be 
potential perpetrators should be identified and treated accordingly - in order to contribute to the 
dominant society in a more proper way. Even though the language in the article places the stress on 
difference rather than inferiority of the ‘alien’ culture, it nevertheless identifies this difference as a 
problem and the parallel society is viewed as causing problems for the dominant culture.  
 
There are several consequences that can be analysed regarding the representation of terrorism and 
the terrorist’s identity within the article. The article clearly establishes a link between the Muslim 
community and terrorism. This link or connection rests on several assumptions, also called 
ideological that are popular in the general imagination of the society, representing stereotypes and 
generalisations that the newspaper reinforces: first, the Muslims (the potential terrorists) are 
represented as the ‘Others’, in other words, the construction of the text can be seen as an expression 
of the ‘Orientalist discourse’ (Bausch, 2013: 72). Second, it is implicit in the article that there is an 
inevitable clash between the Muslim ‘Others’ and the Danish (Western) society. The article 
describes these two societies as ‘parallel’, indicating that these two communities develop parallely 
and cannot find a mutual meeting point. Third, it is implied that the ‘Others’ should be feared, that 
is, the article is further reiterating the anti-Muslim discourse/prejudice, in other words, 
Islamophobia, which is closely related to Orientalism. The difference between these two notions is 
that while Orientalism describes the ‘Other’ as an oppositional character, Islamophobia is the ‘fear 
of the Islamic Other and is used to justify racism toward Muslims in Western societies’ (Bausch, 
2013: 76), and is a more confrontational notion than Orientalism.  
 
One of the functioning assumptions in the article is that terrorists and Muslims are the ‘Others’. 
This leads to the discussion of power relations and interests that hide underneath the assumption 
that there is a connection between radical Islam, the Muslim community and terrorism. In order to 
investigate this ideological belief, we need to look at the concept of ‘nationalism’ and how it shapes 
the relationship between the majority and the minority within a nation-state. The danger of 
nationalism is that it tends to ‘construct the excluded Other’ (Hervik, 2012: 16). Arjun Appadurai 
argues that “majoritarian identities are created through national policy and public debate, which 
pursues the utopian goal of establishing the purity of the national whole” (Appadurai, 2006: 50). 
One of the major powers that set this ‘public debate’ that Appadurai mentions, is the newspapers 
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and the articles they produce. For instance, the article in Politiken suggests that Islam and the 
Muslim people in Denmark need to be treated with great suspicion and mistrust and that they 
potentially might change the Danish society beyond recognition. Appadurai explains this situation 
as the majority’s fear presented by the minority, in this case, by terrorist attacks committed by 
Muslims of diverse background living in Denmark.  
 
Key findings for the discussion 
This chapter will attempt to facilitate our discussion by identifying how the article from Politiken 
succeeds in creating and maintaining the socio-political discourse centered around the attack in 
Copenhagen.  
 
Through the tool of discourse analysis we have explored and claimed that there are both stated and 
unstated assumptions about terrorism in the article in Politiken that it positions as being the 
representation of terrorism. We argue that through the analysis of these representations we have 
succeeded to highlight and unpack the problematic constructions regarding the violent attacks in 
Copenhagen and the representation of the identity of the perpetrator. We consider that these 
representations maintain the socio-political discourse and by exposing and investigating these 
representations we open up a possibility for an alternative type of discourse. It is important to 
mention some socio-political discourses that can be identified in the article. It is essential to note 
how the article illustrates and describes the shootings through the notion of existing parallel 
societies, defined through binary oppositions, gradually attaching ‘negative’ words and concepts to 
the category, where the article also positions the gunman. For example, failed integration policy is 
mentioned as being one of the reasons for the terror attack, linking the case to all ethnic minorities 
that need to go through this ‘integration’ process. Also, a clear link between the gunman being a 
terrorist and radicalization of Islam has been made, this leading to stereotypification of Islam and 
Muslims as being ‘violent’. To sum up, the article claims that there are parallel societies in 
Denmark, the ‘wrong’ consisting of young people with ethnic background, mentioning also that the 
intervention of the police and social service is a necessity, and thereby linking it to, for instance, 
criminality. Furthermore, one can see that the article is highly focused on describing the reality as it 
is, without questioning it, utilizing a reflectionist approach.  
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In other words, we have exposed that the article within the discourse of terrorism infiltrates several 
other types of discourses, such as briefly mentioning the failed integration policy, the issues 
regarding the ‘troublesome’ parallel society, potential threats from radicalised non-ethnic youth and 
the inability to control and surveil the above-mentioned ‘parallel’ society. As a consequence, the 
article manifests a cluster of problematic and negative assumptions that it identifies or relates to the 
discourse of terrorism, thus opening up a possibility for us to theorize what power relations can be 
deducted through these negative representations.  
 
Analysis of the second article published in Berlingske  
15th of February 2015: “Berlingske’s opinion: after terror” (Appendix B) 
We start the analysis by outlining the main features of the article. The article itself can be divided 
into the following parts: 
 
1. Description of the attack in Copenhagen  
The first paragraph states that the terror attack in Copenhagen is similar to the attack in Paris just a 
month earlier; sharing characteristics of the attack against freedom terrorists speech and the Jewish 
society. Similarly, several police officers were threatened, but luckily not killed, as in the case of 
Paris. 22-year-old gunman was inspired by radical Islam as represented by Islamic state and killed 
two civilians. Thereby, the global terrorism that many predicted would come to Denmark has 
arrived. Denmark changed as terrorism has become a part of our reality. 
2. The response from the political authorities/government  
The article emphasizes the immaculate character of the ways the Danish politicians have responded 
towards the shootings in Copenhagen. Among these, it also mentions international reactions, therein 
that the French Minister of Interior immediately travelled to Copenhagen, once again linking the 
shootings to the attacks to Charlie Hebdo offices in France, by saying that the Danish society now 
share France’s tragic fate. Furthermore, it is mentioned that Helle Thorning-Schmidt went to the 
Synagogue to show sympathy with the Jews, to whom she refers to as an integrated part of society, 
and with whom the Danish society does not want to be without.    
3. How terrorism is threatening the Danish society  
The last paragraph mentions the strength of the democracy in Denmark, that this is something 
people need to cherish, however, that it is being threatened by terrorism, which might be mitigated 
through a tighter foreign policy. The article points out how radicalisation is taking place in the 
Inese Buike, Irma Skrijelj, Regina Lau, 	   Cultural	  Encounters	  2015	  
Riia Mäkilä & Anne-Sophie Wührnfeldt Frausing, 	   BA	  project	  
	   33	  
overlooked parts of society, and how Denmark’s legal system until now has not been dealing 
properly with problems and crimes arising from this radicalisation, urging the Danish society to 
take action now, since there is a reason to believe that the attacks will happen again.  
 
Introduction to analysis of the article by Berlingske 
The article published in Berlingske states that with the shootings in Copenhagen, the phenomenon 
of global terror has reached Denmark. In order to strengthen this statement the article mentions the 
attack being similar to the one in France just one month earlier. Also, the article mentions that, 
according to police and PET, the role of Islam (radicalization) was a motivational factor and one of 
the main reasons behind the attack in Copenhagen. Also, it stresses that there exist two different 
parallel societies in Denmark. The article discusses the consequences that need to be debated in 
order to prevent a similar act of violence, and, consequently, it is suggested that it is almost 
exclusively the immigrant issues that should be considered and dealt with in the future in order to 
curb the potential terror acts.  
 
Vocabulary and grammar 
In this chapter, we inspect: 1) the means of vocabulary and grammar that deal with the creation of 
the discourse of fear, and 2) the division of Us and Them, which defines the subjects (the 
immigrants and ethnic minorities in Denmark) that are assumed to be the tools through which the 
concept of ‘global terrorism’ is presumably carried out.  
 
The words ‘terror’ and ‘terrorism’ are used predominantly throughout the article, all in all 12 times 
in a relatively short article, consisting of only three paragraphs. The heading of the text 
(‘Berlingske’s opinion: After terror’) clearly indicates that the newspaper has established a clear-cut 
conceptualisation of the shootings in Copenhagen and that the attacks have been labelled as an act 
of terrorism: "The terror that hit Copenhagen", "during the double terror attack" and “Now we know 
that the terror is a brutal reality in our midst.” Furthermore, words with a similar semantic field are 
used in order to describe the nature of the ‘changed’ Denmark after the terror attacks: ‘atrocities’, 
‘shock’, ‘tragic’, ‘brutal reality’ and ‘crime’, that have a consequence of shaping a rather negative 
image of the post-February 14 Denmark.  
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There is an expression that requires a closer attention when it is being analysed, namely the concept 
of ‘global terror’. ‘Global terror’ can be understood as a cluster of different types of violent actions 
(for instance, suicide bombings, plane hijacking, state terrorism, etc.). It is a highly charged term 
that involves various types of terror occurrences that have taken place in different parts of the 
world. Nevertheless, the author of the article/Berlingske establishes a connection between this 
highly loaded concept and the single event of the shootings in Copenhagen. The link that the 
newspaper uses to connect the particular event in Denmark to the phenomenon of ‘global terror’ is 
the identity of the perpetrator, the 22-year-old gunman. In the context of the article, the image of the 
perpetrator can be said to be used as a linguistic stylistic device - metonymy. Metonymy works by 
making a part of ‘reality’ stand for the whole (Fiske, 1982: 97). In other words, the figure of the 22-
year-old gunman is used as a metonym for the particular type of social group - the (radicalized) 
Muslim minorities in Denmark - that constitute a potential threat for the dominant social group - the 
majority in the Danish society. In this way, the article’s representation of ethnic minorities, 
specifically Muslims, construct binary oppositions that cast ethnic minorities (Muslims) as 
criminals, threats, radicals and the ‘Others’ that represent ‘wrong’ values when compared to the 
‘right’ Western/Danish values, usually associated with positive images such as innocence (Orgad, 
2012). Furthermore, the Other is represented as ‘static’ and being incompatible for change. In the 
last paragraph of the article it is suggested that the only way how to fringe the potential terror 
attempts is to tighten the foreign policy, thus suggesting that the ethnic minorities are ‘static’ and 
not able to ‘improve’ in order to fit into the normative society. Consequently, certain restrictions 
need to be exerted upon them to maintain the societal order (Orgad, 2012). In the article, the image 
of the perpetrator serves as an ominous sign that outlines an uninviting future for the rest of the 
society (the ‘invisible’ Us). The 22-year-old perpetrator is a product of the ‘parallel society’, which 
supposedly in the course of time will ‘give birth’ to more subjects/individuals of similar nature and 
inclinations. The gunman is described as sympathising with the ‘radical and militant’ version of 
Islam, represented by the Islamic State (ISIS), thus establishing a link between the perpetrator, 
Islam and terror.  
 
We discussed above how one image stimulates the reader to construct the rest of the chain of 
concepts (suspected perpetrator serves as a sign to construct the whole society to which he belongs). 
This chain of concepts constitutes a myth, which, according to John Fiske, a media scholar, is a 
common device in news broadcast (Fiske, 1982: 99). The notion of ‘myth’ is in accordance with 
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Stuart Hall’s concept of ‘stereotype’. Myth works as a powerful method of communication because 
it is an ‘unobtrusive or disguised index’ (Ibid). According to Fiske, myths exploit the ‘truth factor’ 
of a natural index and build on it by disguising its indexical nature (Ibid). To put it differently, a 
myth works in such a way that it is made to appear as a natural ‘thing’ and thus is given the status 
of the ‘real’, which should not be questioned. For instance, some of the myths of Muslim minorities 
with different ethnic background is that they are hostile to Danish values, they abuse the Danish 
welfare system, they oppress women and are violent terrorist extremists. We put this very crudely, 
as these are some of the protruding Myths in the Danish society - not unlike Hall’s Stereotypes, 
myths are traits that are exaggerated and made representative of categories that otherwise include 
many alternating traits. It is important to highlight these underlying structures in the text, in order to 
reveal how deep the ideology is embedded in the text, which are taken for granted.  
 
The article outlines the Us and Them clash in the Danish society by mentioning the ‘parallel 
societal structures’ that exist alongside the Danish majority, which is classified as ‘open’, ‘free’ and 
‘democratic’, while the Muslim community is connected with words such as ‘foreigners’, ‘global 
terror’ and being the cause to diverse social issues such as ‘huge, outstanding integration problems’, 
‘radicalization of the Muslim youth’ that abuse the law and justice system that the article describes 
as being too loose. As a consequence, there is  ‘open, free and democratic’ society on one side and 
‘radicalized’, ‘parallel’ society, whose members journey out as Syria fighters, on the other. This 
particular device of contrasting serves for the purpose of highlighting the incompatibility between 
the constructed Us and Them dualism. 
 
The negative connotation of the wording in the article regarding the Muslim minorities and the 
binary construction of the two contrasting societies add to the construction of fear in the readership 
that can be sensed in such claims as: ‘the global terror has truly moved to Denmark’, ‘now we know 
that terror is a brutal reality in our midst’ and ‘we can 
unfortunately  have  reasons  to  fear  that  this  is  not  the  last  time  that  the  terror  is  coming  to 
Denmark’. 
 
Context and intertextuality 
There is a strong belief of ‘it is this way’ in the article from Berlingske, suggestive of the idea that 
the reader is not expected to challenge the dominant ideology. One can argue that the article is 
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based on a reflectionist approach, which contains the following element: “it functions like a mirror 
that reflects true meaning as it already exists in the world” (Hall, 1997: 42 in Orgad, 2012: 18). 
Thereby, the article does not challenge the existing discourse, but rather functions as a megaphone 
explaining the attack in a way that reflects a ‘truth’ on how it took place in reality. Thus, it is 
important to mention the tone of the headline being ‘it might be this way’ indicating the  evaluation 
of the future consequences of the attack. Still, the way the message distributed in Berlingske’s 
article depends on the receiver's MR, as, according to Hall, there is a possibility that even “the 
powerless may be equally obstinate by resisting the dominant ideology and translating the message 
in a way that’s more congenial to their own interests” (Griffin, 2012: 351).  
 
In the article it is mentioned that the parallel societal structures in Denmark have grown in the last 
years and that their increase needs to be impeded. It is important to note that Jews are being 
included in the category of Us, which is emphasized by the statement of the Danish prime minister 
Helle Thorning-Schmidt who said: "We will not do without you" (the Jewish community in 
Denmark being referred to as ‘you’). In this way, the Jewish community has been presented as 
being ‘accepted’ into the category of Us. This notion opens up a discussion of a significant issue: 
that one of the dominant discourses regarding integration in the Danish society demands that 
“successful integration must include the long-term enactment of ‘the will to feel Danish’” (Hervik, 
2012: 211). As the Jewish community in Denmark has done “in the course of many generations, so 
immigrant Muslims must immerse themselves to the extent that feeling Danish is naturalized” 
(Ibid). This assumption that is present in the public imagination strengthens the image of the 
‘Other’ that stereotypes the Muslim community even more as the one that has failed to integrate 
into the Danish society, as opposed to the Jewish society that has done the necessary groundwork of 
assimilation and now belongs to the category of Us in a ‘natural’ way.  
 
In the article we can distinguish certain intertextual links that define and place the Copenhagen 
shootings within a larger context. By making these intertextual connections, the newspaper is 
positioning the text within one preferred reading and excluding the possibility of other readings. 
Thus, by linking the notions of ‘global terror’, ‘Islamic state’, and ‘the atrocities that took place in 
Paris a little more than a month ago’, the article makes a connection between these separate events 
to the character of the attack in Copenhagen.  
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The reader can also discern that the article incorporates the discourse that benefits the current 
political ideology. The journalist has made the choice to include a quote from the current Prime 
Minister of Denmark, Helle Thorning-Schmidt, that: "no one should get away with attacking the 
open, free and democratic Danish society”. The quote can be interpreted as reaffirming and 
reiterating the duality between Us and Them that has previously been outlined by the journalist and 
now has been reinforced by a quote coming from one of the main political authorities in Denmark. 
Furthermore, it is stressed that ‘we owe to ourselves’ to take the changed reality seriously and 
implement a stricter foreign policy to minimize the risks of similar threats in the future. It can be 
argued that this phrase is used to highlight the awareness of the responsibility that everyone holds in 
the ‘time of crisis’, which gives a strong feeling to the reader about the importance of acting 
collectively and having a shared understanding of the nature of the events, which is the 
identification of the shootings as a terror attack.  
 
Key findings for the discussion  
The purpose of this chapter is to present our main findings from the analysis of the article from 
Berlingske, and identify how these socio-political discourses influence social structures in the 
Danish society.  
 
Based on our textual analysis, we can identify certain key factors that contribute and maintain the 
socio-political discourse centered around the concept of terrorism. A key element in the article from 
Berlingske is the reflectionist approach it utilizes, as in this way the article claims to reflect society 
‘as it is’. Also, an important element is the way the article tells and connects issues concerning the 
whole nation through stereotypification of the gunman, and exposing the categories he can be put 
into such as Muslim, Islam, radicalization, parallel society, criminality, ethnic minority, etc. From 
this perspective the article aims to have an impact on the whole society through a story of single 
‘terrorist’ (Orgad, 2012: 159). The following social issues resulting from the terrorism discourse 
can be identified. A key issue is the parallel societal structures, that the Danish society should fight 
against in order to prevent terror in the future, as it is this parallel society that facilitates terrorism. 
The attack in Copenhagen is linked to ‘global terror’, and therefore challenges the current foreign 
policy, and more generally foreign people committing crime is also presented. Furthermore, this 
statement targets everyone in the Danish society by addressing particular national security 
challenges. This is due to the ‘bad’ parallel society that might produce new potential terrorists 
Inese Buike, Irma Skrijelj, Regina Lau, 	   Cultural	  Encounters	  2015	  
Riia Mäkilä & Anne-Sophie Wührnfeldt Frausing, 	   BA	  project	  
	   38	  
through the practice of radical Islam, consequently including ‘regular’ Islam. It goes without saying 
that specifically the ethnic group of Muslims is pointed out here. As this link has been established, 
the article points out issues concerning challenges regarding immigrants in Denmark. Thereby, 
huge integration problems are identified simultaneously with the bad ‘parallel society’: “What to do 
with the huge, outstanding integration problems in some areas of Denmark?” (Appendix B). 
 
As pointed out above, several discourses in the article maintain and contribute to the social 
structures, the concept of parallel society being the main indicator through the distinction of ‘good’ 
and ‘bad’. After this distinction, the article starts fulfilling and stereotyping this concept by 
attaching various binary oppositions to them, mainly to the ‘wrong’ parallel society. This will be 
elaborated in our discussion part, as we draw on our key socio-political discourses from the articles 
by looking at similarities and differences, and how these influence the audience. Furthermore, we 
will discuss, the way that the article by Berlingske contributes to the general understanding of the 
event.  
 
Analysis of the third article published in Dagbladet Information  
17th of February 2015: “Does the motive or the effect make a man a terrorist” (Appendix C) 
Firstly we will outline the main features of the article. The article published can be divided into the 
following parts: 
 
1. Introducing the topic/ situation  
The article claims that it goes without saying that the attack against Krudttønden and the Jewish 
synagogue can be described as ‘a terrible’, ‘ruthless atrocity’ and a ‘tragic event’, and that the 
attack in Copenhagen influenced the whole country. The article points out the ongoing discussion in 
the social media, on whether the attack should be described as a terror attack or not.  
2. How to understand and refer to the attack  
According to the article it is important to consider how we talk, interpret and respond to the attack. 
Two definitions of the gunman are identified: ‘a terrorist’ and ‘’just’ a cold-blooded killer’. The act 
is described through neutral wording such as ‘the 22-year-old man’, ‘killed a filmmaker’ and ‘at a 
debate meeting’.  
3. One possible interpretation of the attack by Jørn Vestergaard 
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Vestergaard, a professor of criminal law at Copenhagen University, argues that the act can be 
categorized as terrorism, as it can be supported by the information of “the radicalization that the 
perpetrator apparently has been characterized by”.  
According to him, two elements need to be present in order to refer to something as an act of terror; 
it needs to have ‘caused serious injury’ or ‘intend to do so’, and it has to have a motive to 
‘intimidate a population to a serious degree’. He argues that these two factors are present in the 
Copenhagen attack.  
4. Another possible interpretation of the attack by Anne Sørensen  
Sørensen refers to the ongoing discussion in the social media concerning the difficulties that the 
term ‘terrorism’ is facing, and how the word has had multiple meanings. The article asks questions 
such as: ‘if he really was a radical Islamist or just an angry young man with a violent behaviour?’ 
and ‘Is it defined by what is being attacked, or by who is attacking’. She challenges the simplified 
use and understanding of the terms ‘terrorist’ and ‘terror attack’ by illustrating several terror attacks 
that are very different in nature, and thereby she argues that what really define a terror attack is a 
socially constructed understanding of it. 
5. Referring to terror attacks outside of the Europe  
Terrorism with reference to ethnic conflicts; Mau Mau in Kenya and ANC in South-Africa. These 
groups were described as terrorists, sometimes even by themselves. But would we still use the term 
‘terrorist’ when referring to them, Sørensen asks.  
6. Referring to resistance in Denmark during the occupation of Germany  
Sørensen points out that people who resisted the occupation of Denmark during the WW2 were 
interpreted differently at that time, as some saw them as terrorists whereas others called them 
freedom fighters. She says that the dominating view on them is different today, and has changed 
throughout time.  
7. History of the term ‘terrorism’  
A background and history of the word ‘terrorism’ is identified by stating that it is rooted in the 
Enlightenment and the French revolution, and was initially related to power struggle between 
various parties. It is pointed out that the term terrorism is still used in a similar way today, by 
describing unjustified use of power and  that it “...used to create the exact opposite of the only 
legitimate reason to use power”. Also, the motive has always been a key factor when defining 
terrorism.  
8. Referring to a school shooting in Aarhus University in 1994  
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A similar scenario to the attack in Copenhagen is referred to: two men were shot by a young man in 
the canteen at Aarhus University, and then afterwards he turned the gun towards himself. However, 
this act was lacking a terroristic context to be placed into, therefore it was described as a tragic 
accident by a mentally ill young man, instead of terrorism. Also, because of the lack of a specific 
context, the history of Aarhus University was not heavily influenced by it.  
9. Referring to Anders Breivik  
People are expected to react strongly when symbolic places are being attacked - referring to the 
attack in Norway. Sørensen connects the Copenhagen gunman with Breivik, both sharing a tough 
childhood, however, when one decides to describe an act as a consequence of a disturbed young 
man, the political role of an act is decreased.  
10. Ongoing debate on the word ‘terrorism’  
The impossibility of an objective definition of terrorism is pointed out in the article, as well as that 
the word cannot be used interchangeably. It is important to continuously discuss the term, as the 
way we understand terrorism today may change, as a consequence of the way we use words and 
certain discourses, and how they will be used in the future. For example, the people that are seen as 
terrorists today may not be seen as terrorists in the future, as with the example of the freedom 
fighters.  
 
Introduction 
The overall theme of this article is to broaden the context of terror by referring to several terror 
attacks of different nature in order to point out the difficulties the definition of terror is facing, and 
the multiple meanings that can be attached to it. A key element in this article is to present the 
attacks in a way that emphasizes the expressive modality that can be explained by: ‘it might be this 
way’. The article highlights the reader’s role and responsibility in the process of giving meaning to 
words, as one possible interpretation of the term ‘terrorism’ can be explained through the way we 
perceive the ‘reality’ and the way we make sense of it. 
 
One can identify the following key arguments in the Information article. Firstly, it encourages one 
to take part in the ongoing discussion in the social media, concerning whether the 22-year-old man 
responsible for the attack in Copenhagen can be called a terrorist or not and why. Secondly, the 
article relies on two experts and their research on terrorism: a professor of criminal law at 
Copenhagen University, Jørn Vestergaard, and the editor of danmarkshistorien.dk, Anne Sørensen, 
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who has a Ph.D. in the history of terrorism. They interpret the attack in Copenhagen and terrorism 
differently, as Vestergaard argues that the act can definitely be categorized as terrorism, as it can be 
supported by the information of “the radicalization that the perpetrator apparently has been 
characterized by” (Appendix C). In contrast to this view, Sørensen explains the complex nature of 
the term ‘terrorism’, and how people create meaning in regards to the context, and how it has 
changed throughout time. Sørensen encourages people to question the dominant discourse of the 
attack in Copenhagen, as the perpetrator cannot automatically be categorized as a terrorist, as the 
term ‘terrorist’ is not a ‘fixed’ notion, thereby being hard to define, and multiple meanings can be 
attached to it. 
 
Vocabulary and grammar 
It is important to note that the textual features that are included in the following chapter are 
selectively chosen in a way that they contribute to our analysis, and serve the purpose of this 
project. 
 
Rewording is highly present in this article, as it offers multiple definitions to the term ‘terrorism’, 
and a key element of the article is to introduce two opposing perspectives. The attack is described 
as ‘a terrible and ruthless atrocity’ and ‘terrorism’. One expert is categorizing the attack as a terror 
attack, and the other is questioning this interpretation by taking a constructivist approach to it. One 
can say that the tone in the article is rather informative, as the reader is given multiple opportunities 
to interpret the attack in Copenhagen. From this point of view there is a lack of one strong 
argument, it is more about underlining the complexity of the situation and highlighting the agency 
of the reader. In this way the vocabulary is multi-faceted expressing different aspects. Therefore, 
the context illustrated in this article is very broad, and, consequently, very informative. Also, one 
can say that mainly formal words are used in the article. The fact that the text relies on the opinion 
of two experts with different standpoints emphasizes the professional and informative tone of it.  
 
It is important to note that the role of the reader’s agency is supported by the article: “The way in 
which we talk about the events, is shaping our reality”, “We must continue to discuss”, “Our 
understanding of the events”, “Our response to them” and “How we interpret them” (Appendix C). 
From this perspective the reader is encouraged to - by reflecting to the reality and interaction with 
other people - actively give meaning to actions, and how they should be understood. In this way, the 
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article reminds the reader that words are not empty boxes, rather they are socially constructed 
through the reader’s MR. This is in accordance with Fairclough’s definition of the dialectic nature 
of the subject, it being created through the discourses and it creating them. In order to support the 
agency of the reader, the article uses predominantly active sentences and a lot of pronouns such as 
‘we’ and ‘our’. Furthermore, the article also requires action through imperative sentences such as: 
“we must continue to discuss” (Appendix C). In this way the interpreter is involved in the article, 
one can expect that his/her actions are a part of the existing discourse (Fairclough, 1989). As 
mentioned earlier, the tone of this article is a questioning one. Already, the headline of this article is 
posing a question: “Does the motivation or the effects make a man a terrorist?” In this way the 
reader is given two different ways to interpret the gunman. One possible  interpretation is that the 
reader forms an opinion before starting to read the body-text.  
 
The article is careful not to make any strong statements on the terror attack, and therefore 
encourages the reader to do more research on terror, as the term is hard to define. In this way it 
challenges the stereotypification of claiming Islam and, consequently Muslims being the ‘bad’ guy - 
an ultimate reason for the tragic shootings in Copenhagen. It is highlighted that our understanding 
and interpretation plays a huge role: “For our understanding of the events - and our response to 
them - depends on how we interpret them, and for the reason alone, it is relevant to ask: Was it 
terrorism?” (Appendix C).  
 
The article contains a photograph that depicts a police officer standing in an empty street in the 
darkness of the night, holding a gun in his hand. We as readers can interpret the lone policeman in 
several ways: the interpretations, just as the concept of ‘terrorism’ discussed in the article, might 
differ, depending on the ‘eye of beholder’: we can interpret him as 1) a symbol for fear that 
permeates the society once a radical violent act, such as February 14 shootings in Copenhagen, 
takes place; or 2) we can see him as a representative of Us - guarding the society from the violent 
and brutal ‘Other’ (the policeman’s skin colour after all is white); or 3) we can view him as a 
solitary guardian in an empty field of imaginary fear (symbolized by the empty, abandoned streets) 
- suggesting that the fear of the ‘Other’ is imaginary, that the potential ‘terrorist’ that he is waiting 
for with a gun in his hand, will never arrive, because his figure might just be a social construct that 
is deeply embedded in the public imagination. As a result, the image can be said to contribute to the 
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message expressed in the article: that it is the reader/interpreter who constructs the nature of the 
events through the definitions she uses. 
 
Context and intertextuality 
The article is not reflecting or speculating on society but is rather utilizing a constructivist approach 
by arguing that representations are constructed through communication and interaction between 
people: “any representation, is inherently and inevitably a construction, a selective and particular 
depiction of some elements of reality, which always generate some specific meanings and excludes 
others” (Orgad, 2012: 20). This is in accordance with Fairclough’s point of view as he argues that 
textual values become real in social interaction. The article illustrates various interpretations that 
can be created out of the situational and intertextual contexts of the attack and of the way the 22-
year-old gunman can be understood. It is important to distinguish between two different 
explanations for the Copenhagen attack introduced by two experts within the field of terrorism. The 
experts’ opinions and perspectives are introduced to the reader after one another in an informative 
way. The topic of the article is to point out the complex nature of terrorism and the vital role that 
context plays in the way people call and understand it. Also, the article highlights the important role 
of the interpreter and the way people socially make sense of actions with reference to examining the 
perpetrator and the concept of terror. From Information: “Today we have no doubt about this, so it 
may change over time. But the word ‘terrorism’ has so many connotations, it creates so many 
pictures and emotions, that it is hard, whilst we are in the middle of it, to define it objectively.” 
(Appendix C) The purpose of the article is to explore and give various explanations for the attack in 
Copenhagen, and to point out that it is ‘us’, who have a huge impact on the way the 22-year-old 
gunman is understood and described. Also, it is important to mention some differences that are 
produced in the article such as ‘here’ and ‘there’, ‘now’ and ‘then’, ’bad’ and ’good’, and ’us’ and 
’them’ through the representations of various cases (Orgad, 2012).  
 
In order to point out a multi-faceted nature and contexts of terrorism the article expands the context 
of Copenhagen by introducing five other previous ‘terror’ attacks in Europe and outside Europe for 
instance through cases of terrorism during the decolonization, occupation of Denmark, Breivik in 
Norway and school shooting in 1994 in Aarhus. Also, this additional information might contribute 
to and broaden the reader's understanding of terrorism and the attack in Copenhagen. It is pointed 
out in the article that the term terrorism has been discussed many times before, so the article 
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presents nothing new, it is mostly a reminder of other ‘similar’ cases and discussions that 
potentially challenge the discourse of terror today. So, intertextuality is a key element in the article, 
as it enables the reader to achieve a larger picture of terrorism beyond the time and space context. 
One possible explanation for this is that the article wants the reader to achieve a larger 
understanding of terrorism, and to point out that the way people understand and use the term is 
dependant on the context. Therefore, the article introduces an aspect of how one can interpret 
terrorism differently in different times and in different contexts, and how this understanding can 
change and be challenged. The article illustrates a scenario of school shooting at the Aarhus 
University canteen in 1994, when a man did a similar act (killed two civilians and afterwards shot 
himself), however, this man was not considered a terrorist.  
 
Hall’s concept of stereotypes as a defining factor of the Other is challenged through the complex 
and multifaceted examples of terrorism illustrated in the article. Furthermore, it is explained in the 
article that the line and understanding between ‘acceptable’ and ‘unacceptable’ is very bound to 
time and context. From this perspective, the Other or Them is represented as inconsistent. In this 
way it is possible that the understanding of Them changes throughout time. Furthermore,  Them can 
become a part of Us, if that change is socially accepted and understood.   
 
According to the opinion introduced by Vestergaard, terrorism should include both of the following 
two elements: ‘cause a serious injury’ or ‘intend to do so’ and ‘intimidate a population to a serious 
degree’. The first condition is a lot easier to identify, as it is physically measurable how much 
physical harm has been done, or intended to be done (in this case, the gunman might have fired 
shots against people without harming them, which would then still be classified as intending to 
cause harm) compared to the second element, which expresses the degree of which people have 
been intimidated. One can argue that intimidation is something that is created through the discourse: 
”Most individuals do not assess threat to personal and national security on the basis of direct 
experience but rather on the basis of more indirect forms of exposure.” (Slone, 2000: 509) By 
reading the article carefully, one might argue that Vestergaard’s perspective is invalidated by the 
argument introduced by Sørensen, as she states that the reality is socially constructed, and therefore 
the second element of terrorism that it should ‘intimidate a population to a serious degree’ is 
defined how we choose to call and understand the attack. So, one cannot take the second element 
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for granted, as ‘automatically’ being there, but rather as it being created in a social interaction 
through a discourse. 
 
It is mentioned in the article that, the case of Copenhagen gets more complicated when more 
information about the gunman and his troubled background and violent childhood is revealed to the 
audience. The article links this to the case in Norway and the way media chose to represent Anders 
Breivik. One explanation might be that through the definition of terror the debate around the attack 
will continue to flourish, and with it, the related issues in regards to the immigration debate, such as 
the role of ethnic minorities, Islam, etc.:  “Terrorism is a “deeply contested concept” it use “tends to 
be politicized” (Crenshaw, 2000: 406 in Eid, 2014: 18), and therefore defining it is “a highly 
subjective, even ethno-centric exercise”” (Lesser, 1999: 85 in Eid, 2014: 18)”. Thus, depoliticizing 
the attack by trying to explain the motive of the attack through the perpetrator's mental health 
instead of possible political objectives might somehow decrease the sense of gravity, changing the 
situation from a rather large scale event aimed at the entire Danish population, to ‘just’ being a 
young mentally ill man’s rampage.  
 
It is expressed throughout the article that the meaning of the reality can be said to be socially 
constructed and, therefore, no support to strong binary oppositions is present in the article. A 
category of terrorism does not exist in advance, but is negotiated and constructed. This is not to say 
that terrorism is not represented as something bad in the article, but rather to say that the article 
encourages people to discuss the incident in a way that might challenge the receivers MR through 
diversifying and challenging the terror discourse as it is today. However, it is important to note that 
according to the earlier shown diagram of the linkage between voters and the newspapers they read, 
the readers of Information are likely to have a more academic background, thereby having a 
generally more informed understanding of the society. Furthermore, in relation to the two 
previously analysed articles - especially Berlingske - there seems, in this statistics of voters and 
their reading preferences, to be a bigger tendency amongst the readers of Information to be more 
inclined to debate: “Hence, terrorism is, unsurprisingly more prolific in the rhetoric of politicians 
than of scholars”  (Eid, 2014: 17).  
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Key findings for discussion 
In this section, we will stress the main points from the article concerning the prevailing social 
structures that will be discussed later on. The main argument assessing the social constructivist 
approach contains a belief of power relations being constructed through interaction and 
communication. Therefore,  the prevailing social order is to be understood in a specific context 
bound in time and space. So social order is not interchangeable, as people create meanings through 
interaction, and therefore it is important to question and challenge the dominating way of thinking.  
Discussion 
Media channels influence the way people call and understand reality, the article in Information 
challenges this perspective by encouraging people to think critically. This is in accordance with 
Hall, however, he asks us to explore the process of meaning making further and inspect where and 
how these meanings are created (Griffin, 2012: 346). Furthermore, Hall argues that people learn to 
interpret various words and concepts through discourse (Ibid). The article is not simplifying the 
context, but rather challenging it, therefore, MR is a key element in the interpretation of the events.  
 
The purpose of this investigation has not been to define whether the attack in Copenhagen was 
terrorism or not, but rather how the incident has been represented in the three articles, and which 
social implication these representation may carry with them, and the importance of these 
representations in the formation of the differences between Them and Us, and how this formation 
influences the production of cultural identity. In order to achieve this aim, it has been an objective 
for us to point out and identify some of the most prominent discourses in the articles, such as: 
“discourse has effects upon social structures and contributes to the achievement of social continuity 
or social change” (Fairclough, 1989: 37). When analysing the articles, it became clear that there is a 
general difference in the discursive tendencies among the articles, in the sense that Politiken and 
Berlingske are taking a reflectionist approach, presumably mirroring society ‘as it is’, whereas 
Dagbladet Information utilises the approach of constructivism, challenging the way in which 
society should be perceived. Because of this difference in their discursive approach, there has been 
a clear difference of the outcome of the analysis between Dagbladet Information and the two other 
newspapers. What is the influence of these discourse on the readers? The discourses can either 
perpetuate certain processes/perceptions or challenge/inhibit them. Through the analysis it has 
become clear that the articles are not only referring to and focusing on the attack in Copenhagen on 
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the 14th of February, rather they are all pointing to larger social and political issues, such as failed 
integration, crimes by foreigners, polarization within society, certain individuals going to Syria to 
join ISIS etc., all of these issues have been brought up in the articles, despite the fact that the 
alleged perpetrator of Copenhagen shootings was born in Denmark and had Danish citizenship. 
Politiken and Berlingske link these issues to the (main stereotype/category) ‘parallel society’, which 
they are referring to in part as a consequence of failed integration.  
 
The chosen articles connect the terror attack in Copenhagen to a broader social and political 
representation: “People, at least in the global north, increasingly are evaluating and constructing 
their selves, bodies and relationship on the basis of, and in relation to, images and stories that 
appear in the media and in the public discourse” (Orgad, 2000: 157). In this way, we can argue that 
the articles reflect an already existing debate and understanding of terrorism and the connotations 
that can be linked to the understanding of terrorism. From this perspective, the term terrorism is 
possibly not researched and explained closely enough in the articles, as by making a connection to a 
larger social and political discourse the receiver/ audience might achieve an inadequate 
understanding of the situation (Orgad, 2000: 159). This is the case in the articles from Politiken and 
Berlingske, as our discussion below will show.  
 
The meaning and representation of terrorism is highly political and societal topic. Discourses do not 
appear clear and coherent, but rather as competing interpretations of the reality. In some occasions, 
the multiple media channels end up discussing several major issues with what seems to be a single 
voice (Griffin, 2012): “The self becomes a central locus for imagining the nation and the 
articulation of tensions that national imagining invokes.” (Orgad, 2012: 167). Based on our critical 
discourse analysis, we have pointed out some ‘Other’ and Them discourses, and these will be 
discussed in this section. Firstly, the discourse concerning the existing parallel societies, secondly, 
the religious discourse (mentioning radicalized individuals) and lastly, state and national discourse 
that focuses on integration policy. These discourses form partly together and partly separately a 
symbolic and imagined idea of the Other (Them), against that idea we define an understanding of 
Us. Discourses of Them are built around the binary oppositions of Us, in the form of negative 
characteristics such as radicalization, Islam and terrorism, thus linking these three notions together. 
The characteristics of Other can be seen as supporting terrorism. In sum, the notion of 'Other' is 
constructed and reproduced through the historical construction between "Us" the West and "Them" 
The East (Said, 1979). 
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One of the hegemonic discourses in the last decade in Denmark has been the ‘end of tolerance 
strategy’ (Hervik, 2006: 211). “The idea of incompatibility between native Danes and Muslim 
‘newcomers’ has become a salient feature of what is termed ‘value-based journalism’ and ‘value-
based politics” (ibid.). The discourse in Politiken and Berlingske supports this ‘end of tolerance’ 
towards the newcomers, which is one of the results of the belief in the incompatibility between the 
Danish majority and Muslim minorities. Related to this, it is important to highlight the category of 
‘parallel society’ mentioned in the articles from Politiken and Berlingske. The failed integration 
process is explained to be a main reason for these ‘parallel societies’: “discourse in contemporary 
society actually involves participants who are separated in place and time. This is true of written 
language generally, but the growth area for this sort of discourse has been the mass media.” 
(Fairclough, 1989: 49)  
 
The notion of ‘parallel societies’ can be linked to the binary categories of ‘good’ and ‘bad’, ‘right’ 
and ‘wrong’, terrorism being the ultimate consequence of this division of the Danish society. The 
article from Berlingske attaches very negatively loaded terms such as immigrants in Denmark to 
this ‘parallel society’, radicalization, ISIS, global terrorism threatening the national security and 
huge integration problems. In this way a link to the national security is established. These issues 
deal exclusively with the immigrants/refugees/minority groups and certain symbols that can be 
attached to them such as Islam, Muslims, radicalization as the core of the problem/main threat to 
Danish security. The threats of terrorism are associated exclusively with the Eastern Other. Similar 
tendencies can be pointed out in the article from Politiken. Parallel society linked to ethnic 
background, Islam, Muslims, radicalization, social services and police. For example, police and 
social service mentioned in this context might indicate to criminality, social issues, etc. Clearly, 
both articles departure from the concept of terrorism/ the attack in Copenhagen, and thereafter link 
it mainly to stereotypes such as ethnic minorities, Muslims, radicalization.  
 
We created the figure below in order to sum up how stereotypes are related to binary oppositions in 
the articles from Politiken and Berlingske, and in this way creating highly specific categorizations.  
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Throughout all of the articles it is suggested that radicalization through Islam is a major problem in 
the Danish society. Thereby, the link between terrorism and radicalization has been established. 
Thus, this is mainly pointed out in Politiken and Berlingske, and only indirectly mentioned in the 
article from Information. In the articles, especially in Politiken and Berlingske, it is highlighted that 
terrorism is a consequence of radicalization, this being a consequence of Islam, and consequently it 
is understood that Muslims practice Islam. In this way, there is a negative stereotyping of Muslims 
through the linkage of Islam being characterized as a violent religion. Negative stereotyping of 
Muslims is created through binary oppositions illustrated through the ‘existing parallel societies’ 
that ‘we’ need to fight against, Muslims, ethnic minorities and Islam is belonging to the ‘bad’ 
parallel society. Furthermore, this parallel society can be explained/ understood through 
unsuccessful integration policy linking it to a social and political issues in the Danish society. This 
also being stereotyping of terrorism as a consequence of failed integration. In the articles from 
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Politiken and Berlingske these ‘parallel societies’ in Denmark define each other through their 
differences.  
 
Placing the Muslim minorities in the category of ‘Otherness’ emphasizes the wish to create order by 
insisting on pointing out the difference (Douglas in Clarke, 2008: 519). In this context the 
‘Otherness’ is being equated to pollution that contaminates the body of a nation, and by 
accentuating the difference between “us and them”, it is defined who we are (or rather who we are 
not) through stigmatizing, marginalizing and intolerance of the ‘Others’ : “...our ability to identify 
and understand ourselves largely derives from, and relies on, a sense of who we are not.” (Orgad, 
2000:53). Pollution becomes associated with danger, and danger becomes associated with 
‘Otherness’. In the context in which the Politiken and Berlingske articles are situated, a careful 
reader can start seeing the development of the politics of fear, “which uses emotional and affective 
processes to pathologize others in a language of cultural difference” (Clarke, 2008: 518). Thus, the 
construction of the ‘Other’ is being based on the fear of difference.  
 
The ideological characteristics discussed above (the Orientalist discourse, the clash between Islamic 
and Danish values and the anti-Muslim discourse) make Danish and Muslim communities appear 
unavoidably distinct and consolidate the gap between these two societies. The “networks of power 
embedded within these ideological representations of Islam and terrorism” (Bausch, 2013: 83) serve 
to sanction forms of “racism, military authority and present the West as superior to Islamic 
cultures” (Ibid: 84). The analysis in this section reveals that the way the article represents the 
Muslim community is a gesture of power and domination that contributes to the framing of the 
Muslims of diverse background in Denmark through “discursive-representational politics” (Ibid: 
83-84).  
 
‘Difference’ and ‘otherness’ have come to play an increasingly significant role in the media 
representation. Difference has an ambivalent character: it can both be necessary for the production 
of meaning, formation of language and culture, and also threatening - a site of danger, negative 
feelings, of splitting and aggression (Hall, 1997: 238). Stereotyping as a significant practice 
(terrorism and media stereotypes), leading to a connection between representation, difference and 
power (power in representation, power to mark, assign, classify, and exclude). ‘Stereotyping is the 
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key element in the exercise of symbolic violence’ (Hall, 1997: 259). Hence the stereotypical image 
of the ‘Orient’. 
 
It is also important to look at the concept of ‘terrorist’ and the way how his identity is established in 
the particular article and news media in general. The identity of terrorist is not a clear-cut and 
defined concept, since ‘terrorism’ is a contested and rather vague term, despite the fact that nearly 
everyone around the globe has become acquainted with the word ‘terrorism’ (Eid, 2014: 15). Rather 
terrorism is an idea, and the lack of a clearly defined understanding of what a terrorist is, is a part of 
what makes terrorism such a horrifying threat for the society, governments and security forces. 
Media coverage can be looked at as the ‘institution’ that gives face to the threats of terrorism 
because it often reflects (and eventually also challenges) the public imagination. Consequently, its 
“carefully orchestrating, restricting, and controlling images can manage terrorism… [and] make 
claims about social reality” (Altheide, 2009: 151). Representational politics of the news media seek 
to render a rather broad and vague understanding of a phenomena (such as terrorism) in such a way 
that it becomes visible and easily definable (Bausch, 2012: 83). In the context of Politiken and 
Berlingske articles, they mostly frame the identity of the terrorist in a connection with the Islamic 
culture, thus linking a concrete social group to the terrorist identity. 
 
“An image of the terrorist is created through discourse and representations that frame how the 
terrorist should be understood. This power to label coupled with the power to apply that label to 
bodies demonstrates the social construction of identity” (Bausch, 2013: 98). The article in Politiken 
mainly serves to depict the terrorist as a compliant personality that the radical Islamic ideology has 
molded into terrorist. However, one phrase that the author of the article uses - ‘unsuccessful 
integration’ - makes the reader think that a more complex way of thinking about terrorism is 
possible, which is not rooted in the clear-cut opposition of good and evil. It opens up the possibility 
to think about the terrorist’s identity as less stable and static, and rather as something that has been a 
result of complex motivations and personal reasons for the actions that he has undertaken. 
However, the article from Politiken does not reflect on the socially constructed nature of the 
terrorist more, and it is implied that the identity of the terrorist is corrupt and that potential future 
violators should be identified and exposed before another tragedy happens. On the other hand, the 
socially constructed nature of terrorism is highly elaborated in the article from Dagbladet 
Information.  
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Conclusion 	  
In order to answer our research question: “How does the selected Danish media participate in 
creating, maintaining or challenging the socio-political discourse surrounding the attack in 
Copenhagen on the 14th of February? And what implications might this have on the public 
understanding of the event?” we conducted critical discourse analysis on the Danish newspaper 
articles. Thereafter, we chose a theoretical framework consisting of Stuart Hall’s and Edward Said’s 
notions on media representations, differences and otherness.  
 
A terror-identity is a key element in the news articles from Politiken, Berlingske and Dagbladet 
Information, and the way they produce, reproduce and challenge the gulf between Us and Them. In 
this project we point out some discourses that influence this. In accordance with Hall, Us and Them 
narrative is a key factor in the terror-identity construction, and in the way we construct our 
identities, as the identity construction is built around the differences, reflections on Others, Them. 
Through our analysis it has become clear that Berlingske and Politiken are reproducing and 
maintaining the discourse centered around terror identity, whereas Dagbladet Information is 
challenging this by questioning the stereotypification of these by utilizing a constructivist approach. 
This approach focuses on questioning the way in which Danish media chose to frame the shootings 
in Copenhagen. Thus, this project has not focused on evaluating various motivational reasons that 
might explain the way Politiken and Berlingske have chosen to portray the shootings.  
 
As was visible from the model and discussion, news media utilizes mainly the reflectionist 
approach that will inevitably create and maintain the notion of Other, through the discourses of Us 
and Them. In relation to ‘parallel societies’ (not being a part of the majority), religious discourse in 
stereotyping Islam as a violent religion that produces terrorists, consequently results in Muslims 
being highly stereotyped, thereby enhancing the marginalisation and polarization of the Danish 
society. 
 
Berlingske and Politiken take part in the reproduction of the discourse concerning Muslims in 
Denmark by creating fear. The reproducing of the discourse is also present by categorizing the 
attack as a terror act and not looking at the details that might construct the events differently, such 
as the gunman’s mental state. If they attempted to be neutral and tried to challenge the discourse 
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concerning Muslims living in Denmark they might have focused on, for example, that he was a an 
outsider that did not belong to the society he was living in.  
 
In this project we have pointed out that the chosen articles, especially Politiken and Berlingske, 
contribute to the socio-political discourse by telling a story of a single terroristic incident through 
lenses that can be applied to the whole nation of Denmark with references to various issues such as 
integration problems, crime amongst ethnic minorities, etc. One possible explanation for this is the 
terroristic context, such as the terror attack in Paris just a month earlier that highly facilitated the 
specific kind of discourse the media chose to contribute to. Furthermore, it is important to note that 
the discourse we have been researching is narrowed down to three chosen articles.  
 
In conclusion, we can say that the way that the newspapers often frame their discourse, help to 
establish and maintain the dominant power discourses in the society: whether they would be Us and 
Them narratives, religious discourses, or state and national discourses, additionally to sustaining 
certain stereotypes that consolidate the power relations and further the distrust in Islam religion and 
Muslim minorities. In order to challenge this situation we need to actively engage and interrogate 
the elements in certain discourses, which this project has attempted to do. Even though the tool of 
critical discourse analysis that we have used, allows different interpretations depending on the 
subjectivity of the interpreter, we still believe that our analysis has opened up a possibility for 
discussing and identifying different representations that contest the existing ones. 	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Perspectivation 
As an alternative to using Fairclough’s three-dimensional critical discourse analysis as a leading 
theory in our analysis, it would have been beneficial instead to draw on Foucault and his notion of 
knowledge and power. What is interesting about Foucault’s understanding of power is that, 
surprisingly, he believes that a power relation implies freedom “by insisting that power does not, as 
ideological critique would have it, operate only through repression.” (Orgad, 2012: 37). According 
to Foucault, it is not a relation of power if there is a ruler-slave type of relationship, but rather a 
relationship of violence: a violent relationship implies that the powerless have no freedom of action, 
and therefore cannot work against power. A power relation on the other hand implies that the object 
of the power relationship has the freedom to resist or counter-power against the powerful (Foucault, 
1983: 221) Foucault describes it as following: "Basically power is less a confrontation between two 
adversaries or the linking of one to the other than a question of government. This word must be 
allowed the very broad meaning as it had in the sixteenth century. "(Foucault, 1983: 221) Here, 
Foucault speaks 'government' and describes how it in this context should not be understood as our 
political system, but that it needs to be understood in the literal sense - to govern, or rule, 
individuals in a certain direction: "To govern, in this sense, is structure the possible field of action 
of others." (Ibid: 221) Thus, according to Foucault, it is not possible to merely exercise power over 
the other - power is a counteraction to other acts, and therefore a way to exercise control over these 
actions. 
 
Foucault links discourse to knowledge, referring to knowledge as the accumulation of historical, 
social, cultural, political and institutional circumstances, which give meaning to the world, making 
“certain statements truthful and meaningful, and others false, marginalised and deviant.” (Orgad, 
2012: 27). According to Foucault, discourse produces this knowledge, rather than merely 
communicating an already existing knowledge or truth: 
 
“Although Foucault refers to discourse, not representation, his theory suggests that the act of 
representation – producing meaning through text and image – itself transforms power relations and 
subjectivities in the way we experience and define ourselves.” (Orgad, 2012: 27-28) 
 
In relation to the media’s role in producing these discourses, the media bears a highly influential 
role, as a site for challenging and opposing these knowledges. However, on the other hand, the 
media can also do the opposite, dictating the knowledges – truths – through their discourse: 
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“…media representations work to legitimize certain discourses, and inscribe them in the 
mainstream, the acceptable, the legitimate.” (Orgad, 2012: 28). In this way, Foucault’s theory could 
potentially have been used as an alternative angle to this project, in pointing out how the media 
chosen for this project produces what is regarded as the truth:  related to the theme of this project, 
the Us and Them discourse would constitute this power relation, and it is likely that the analyses 
would reveal that the Us is closely connected with the ‘truthful and meaningful’, whilst the Them is 
being connected to ‘false, marginalized and deviant’. This is not far away from Hall’s notion of 
binary oppositions and stereotypes, which would support the concept of knowledge well in regards 
to these highly bordered polarizations of Us and Them, the good and the bad, the ‘meaningful’ and 
the ‘deviant’: “In short, that representation is constitutive of power.” 	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